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MEETING  OF  THE  COMMISSION  ON  FAITH  AND  ORDER 


McGill  University,  Montreal,  Canada 
12  July  1963 


The  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  met  on  12  July  1963,  at  11  a.m.,  in 
Montreal,  Canada,  preceding  the  opening  session  of  the  Fourth  World  Conference 
on  Faith  and  Order  in  McGill  University.  The  meeting  was  held  in  Room  204 
of  the  McConnell  Building  on  the  university  campus.  The  Chairman  of  the 
Commission,  the  Rev.  Dr.  Douglas  Horton,  presided  and  opened  the  meeting 
with  prayer.  Some  sixty  members  of  the  Commission  were  present. 

Dr.  Paul  S.  Minear,  Director  of  the  Commission’s  Secretariat,  gave  a brief 
report  referring  to  the  documents  for  the  agenda  and  speaking  appreciatively  of 
the  recently  published  work  of  Dr.  Lukas  Vischer  A Documentary  History  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Movement  1927  to  1963 , as  well  as  of  the  Revised  Check  List  of 
the  Faith  and  Order  Commission1  s Official  Numbered  Pamphlets , Series  1 1910-1948 
and  Series  II 1948  to  date  (1962)  published  by  Professor  A.  T.  DeGroot  and  of 
the  series  of  early  Faith  and  Order  material  1910  to  1931  now  available  in  micro- 
film. 

The  following  list  of  nominations  prepared  by  the  Nominating  Committee  to 
fill  vacancies  on  the  Commission  was  presented  and  was  by  vote  approved  for 
presentation  to  the  World  Council’s  Central  Committee  for  official  appointment : 

The  Rev.  C.  C.  Kim,  Presbyterian  Church  of  the  Republic  of  Korea,  Dean 
of  the  Han  Kuk  Theological  Seminary,  Seoul 

The  Rev.  Dr.  W.  Joest,  Evangelical  Church  in  Germany 

The  Rev.  Professor  V.  Vinay,  Waldensian  Theological  Faculty  in  Rome 

The  Rev.  E.  Chavez  Campos,  General  Secretary,  Pentecostal  Church  of 
Chile 

Dean  Charles  S.  Spivey,  African  Methodist  Episcopal  Church,  Payne 
Theological  School 

The  Rev.  Dr.  P.  E.  Persson,  Church  of  Sweden,  Lund  University 

The  Rev.  Dr.  E.  Schweizer,  Swiss  Protestant  Church  Federation,  Zurich 
University 

The  Rev.  Dr.  H.  Riesenfeld,  Church  of  Sweden,  Uppsala  University 

For  nomination  to  the  Working  Committee,  the  recommendation  to  re-appoint 
the  present  members  together  with  Professor  E.  R.  Fair  weather  and  Professor 
R.  Mehl  to  fill  vacancies  was  also  approved  by  vote.  Dr.  G.  Jacob’s  proposal 
that  he  should  resign  because  the  political  situation  made  it  difficult  for  him  to 
attend  meetings  was  referred  to  the  Working  Committee. 

Bishop  Tomkins  reported  the  Working  Committee’s  recommendation  that  the 
proposed  revision  of  the  Faith  ’ and  Order  Commission’s  Constitution  (Paris 
Minutes  1962,  VI. 4)  would  best  be  carried  out  by  direct  consultation  with  the 
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new  Committee  on  Structure  of  the  WCC  which  was  expected  to  be  set  up  next 
month  by  the  Central  Committee  at  its  meeting  in  Rochester.  It  was  voted  that 
in  accordance  with  the  1962  resolution,  the  Working  Committee  be  authorized  to 
appoint  the  officers  and  the  Rev.  Dr.  T.  M.  Taylor  to  take  up  with  the  World 
Council’s  Committee  on  Structure  (to  be  appointed  at  Rochester)  the  desired 
changes  in  the  Commission’s  constitution. 

It  was  reported  by  Dr.  Vischer  that  an  invitation  to  hold  the  next  meeting 
of  the  Commission  at  Cyprus  in  August  1964  had  been  received  from  Archbishop 
Makarios  of  Cyprus.  It  was  voted  to  accept  with  appreciation  this  invitation. 
It  was  agreed  to  send  a message  of  thanks  to  the  Near  East  Christian  Council  for 
their  generous  help  in  seeking  to  find  a suitable  place  for  this  meeting  in  their 
area. 

The  Commission  voted  to  express  its  gratitude  to  all  members  of  the  preparatory 
Theological  Commissions  on  the  completion  of  their  work  and  especially  to  the 
following  for  their  leadership : Messrs.  Nygren,  Lampe,  Beasley-Murray, 
Torrance,  Calhoun,  Pittenger,  Cragg,  Welch,  Sutler,  Shepherd,  Prenter, 
George,  Chandran,  Fleming,  Outler,  Hay,  Florovsky,  Skydsgaard,  Leuba, 
Greenslade,  Muelder  and  Ehrenstrom.  It  was  voted  that  the  staff  prepare  a 
suitable  expression  of  appreciation  and  thanks  for  their  valuable  work  and  send 
it  in  the  name  of  the  Commission. 

Dr.  Horton  presented  the  following  nominations  for  officers  of  the  Commis- 
sion, as  agreed  by  the  Working  Committee  at  Paris  in  1962  (FOC  Paper  36, 
pp.  17-18) : 

Chairman : Dr.  Paul  S.  Minear  ; 

Vice-Chairmen  : Metropolitan  Chrysostomos, 

Professor  E.  W.  L.  Schlink  ; 

Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee  : 

The  Bishop  of  Bristol,  Dr.  O.  S.  Tomkins. 

These  nominations  were  laid  on  the  table,  and  it  was  agreed  that  the  Working 
Committee  should  meet  in  the  course  of  the  Montreal  Conference  to  give  them 
further  consideration. 

It  was  also  voted  that  the  Working  Committee  consider  a change  in  the  Consti- 
tution to  provide  for  a third  Vice-Chairman. 

On  motion,  the  meeting  adjourned  at  12.15  p.m. 
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MEETING  OF  THE 

WORKING  COMMITTEE  OF  FAITH  AND  ORDER 

held  on  20  July  1963 
at  McGill  University,  Montreal,  Canada 


A meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  of  Faith  and  Order  was  held  on  Saturday 
20  July  at  2.45  p.m.  in  the  Lounge  of  Molson  Hall,  McGill  University,  Montreal, 
Canada. 

The  following  members  were  present : 


Officers  : 


Members  : 


The  Rt.  Rev.  O.  S.  Tomkins,  Bishop  of  Bristol,  Chairman 

Professor  H.  d’Espine,  Vice-Chairman 

Dr.  D.  Horton,  Chairman  of  the  Commission , ex  officio 


Archpriest  V.  Borovoy 
Professor  N.  Chitescu 
Principal  J.  R.  Chandran 
Professor  G.  Florovsky 
Professor  D.  W.  Hay 
Dr.  G.  Jacob 

Metropolitan  C.  Konstantinidis 
Professor  J.  D.  McCaughey 
Professor  R.  Mehl 
Professor  J.  R.  Nelson 


Professor  A.  C.  Outler 
Dr.  E.  A.  Payne 
Principal  H.  Roberts 
Canon  H.  A.  E.  Sawyerr 
Professor  J.  A.  Sittler 
Professor  J.  E.  Skoglund 
Dr.  R.  Slenczka  (subst.  for 
Prof.  Schlink) 

Dr.  T.  M.  Taylor 
Professor  G.  Wingren 


Staff: 


Dr.  R.  S.  Bilheimer 

The  Rev.  M.  B.  Handspicker 

Professor  P.  S.  Minear 


The  Rev.  P.  C.  Rodger 

Dr.  L.  Vischer 

Dr.  W.  A.  Visser  *t  Hooft 


The  Bishop  of  Bristol  opened  the  meeting  with  prayer,  and  then  welcomed 
The  Rev.  M.  B.  Handspicker  as  the  new  member  of  the  Faith  and  Order  executive 
staff. 


1.  Nomination  of  new  FOC  members 

It  was  agreed  that  the  question  of  the  nomination  of  new  members  to  fill 
vacancies  on  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  be  postponed  to  the  next  meeting. 

2.  Agenda  for  Commission  meeting  to  be  held  on  24  July  1963 

It  was  agreed  that  the  following  items  be  included  on  the  agenda  of  the  meeting 
of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  to  be  held  at  7.45  p.m.  on  Wednesday 
24  July  in  Room  204,  McConnell  Engineering  Building,  McGill  University  : 

(1)  Presentation  of  nominations  for  Commission  officers. 

(2)  Consideration  of  nominations  to  fill  vacancies  on  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission  for  presentation  to  the  Central  Committee  at  Rochester. 

(3)  Agenda  for  the  1 964  meeting  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  at  Cyprus . 
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3.  Date  of  next  meeting 

It  was  agreed  that  the  next  meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  be  held  on 
Friday  26  July  from  5.30-9.30  p.m.,  to  be  continued  on  the  morning  of  Saturday 
27  July  if  necessary.  It  was  hoped  that  the  meeting  could  be  held  in  the  Lounge 
of  Molson  Hall,  but  this  would  be  confirmed  later.  It  was  proposed  by  Professor 
Outler  that  the  agenda  should  include  a discussion  of  the  question  of  the  publica- 
tion of  papers  from  the  Theological  Commissions. 

4.  Commission  meeting  at  Cyprus  — Finance 

The  Rev.  P.  C.  Rodger,  Executive  Secretary,  warned  the  Working  Committee 
that  the  costs  of  the  current  World  Conference  would  use  up  all  existing  financial 
reserves,  and  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  ask  the  churches  once  again  for  further 
help  next  year  towards  the  financing  of  the  Cyprus  meeting,  particularly  for  travel 
subsidies  to  enable  those  members  who  had  been  prevented  from  coming  to 
Montreal  to  take  part  in  the  Commission’s  work.  He  reported  that  gifts  totalling 
some  $8,500  had  been  given  by  wealthier  churches  to  help  in  financing  the  travel 
of  delegates  from  less  wealthy  churches  to  the  Montreal  Conference,  and  this 
help  had  been  very  much  appreciated.  If  the  churches  were  to  be  asked  for 
similar  help  in  connection  with  the  Commission  meeting  at  Cyprus,  it  was  impor- 
tant for  the  Working  Committee  to  ensure  that  the  programme  at  that  meeting 
would  be  such  as  to  justify  this  expenditure. 

5.  Nominations  of  Faith  and  Order  Commission  officers 

Professor  d’Espine  took  the  chair,  and  reported  on  the  written  proposals  which 
had  been  received  as  a result  of  the  circular  letter  sent  to  members  of  the  Faith 
and  Order  Commission  present  at  Montreal  after  the  Commission’s  last  meeting 
on  12  July.  Three  letters  had  been  received  : 

(1)  A memorandum  from  Dr.  J.  R.  Nelson  was  read,  putting  forward  the 
following  considerations  : 

“ . . . My  choice  is  guided  by  the  following  principles  : 

(1)  If  the  Commission  as  a whole  is  to  bear  the  responsibility  and  exercise 
the  influence  envisaged  by  the  FOC  Report  on  the  Future,  the  chairman  must 
be  the  man  of  greatest  experience,  ecclesiastical  standing,  and  personal  ability, 
who  will  be  active  in  the  WCC  Executive  and  Central  Committee. 

(2)  “It  is  not  to  the  best  interest  of  the  WCC  for  its  elected  officers  to 
remain  in  the  same  office  too  long. 

(3)  “It  is  likewise  a precarious  policy  to  follow  which  often  assures  the 
election  of  staff  secretaries  to  committee/commission  office  soon  after  their 
retirement  from  the  staff.  This  contributes  to  a recognized  danger  of  intro- 
version in  WCC  leadership. 

(4)  “The  usual  care  should  be  taken  for  confessional  and  geographical 
representation.” 

(2)  A further  proposal  from  Professor  E.  R.  Hardy  suggested  that  the 
Central  Committee  be  asked  to  amend  the  Faith  and  Order  Constitution  by  the 
omission  of  the  words  “on  the  nomination  of  the  Working  Committee”  from 
Sections  13  and  16  of  the  Constitution,  and  that  the  words  “two  Vice-Chairmen” 


6 


in  Section  16  be  altered  to  read  “one  or  more  Vice-Chairmen,”  thus  allowing  the 
possibility  of  a third  Vice-Chairman  if  the  circumstances  seemed  to  require  it. 

(3)  A letter  from  Professor  J.  W.  Winterhager  made  alternative  proposals 
for  Commission  officers. 

(a)  Chairman  of  Commission  ; Chairman  of  Working  Committee 

In  opening  the  discussion,  Professor  d’Espine  reported  that  the  Bishop  of 
Bristol  had  indicated  that  he  could  not  be  considered  for  the  post  of  Chairman 
of  the  Commission,  since  this  also  involved  ex-officio  membership  of  the  WCC 
Central  Committee,  an  additional  obligation  which  he  was  unable  to  undertake. 
After  a short  discussion,  it  was  voted  nem.  con.  that  the  Bishop  of  Bristol  be 
re-elected  Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee , and  there  was  a cordial  re-endorse- 
ment  of  the  invitation  to  Dr.  Paul  Minear  to  be  Chairman  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission. 

(b)  Vice-Chairmen 

In  the  discussion  on  the  appointment  of  Vice-Chairmen,  Dr.  Visser ’t  Hooft 
thought  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  applying  to  the  Central  Committee  for 
permission  to  alter  the  Constitution  to  allow  for  the  election  of  an  increased 
number  of  Vice-Chairmen,  though  Dr.  Payne  thought  the  exact  number  should 
be  related  to  the  size  of  the  Commission,  and  asked  that  a specific  form  of  words 
be  put  forward  for  approval  at  the  next  meeting.  Dr.  Nelson  agreed,  and  asked 
that  Professor  Hardy’s  point,  that  the  Working  Committee  should  not  be  solely 
responsible  for  the  election  of  its  officers,  should  be  taken  into  consideration. 
Dr.  Taylor  urged  that  representatives  of  the  younger  churches  should  be  among 
the  officers. 

The  discussion  turned  to  the  question  of  the  Vice-Chairmen’s  duties. 
Dr.  Slenczka  said  that  Professor  Schlink,  whose  name  had  been  put  forward, 
would  be  prepared  to  serve  as  a Vice-Chairman,  but  would  not  wish  to  regard  the 
office  as  purely  honorary.  Dr.  Taylor  said  that  Vice-Chairmen  had  an  important 
function  in  relieving  the  Chairman  at  meetings,  and  the  Rev.  P.  C.  Rodger 
added  that  the  remit  of  matters  to  the  Commission  officers  for  consideration  gave 
Vice-Chairmen  a genuinely  responsible  task.  Professor  Outler  also  suggested 
the  possibility  of  regional  meetings  of  the  Commission  at  which  Vice-Chairmen 
might  preside. 

The  election  of  Professor  C.  Konstantinidis,  Metropolitan  of  Myra , and  Pro- 
fessor E.  W.  L.  Schlink  as  Vice-Chairmen  of  the  Commission  was  agreed  nem. 
con . 

Dr.  Sittler  then  raised  the  question  of  whether  it  was  possible  at  this  stage 
to  consider  a further  name  from  Africa  or  Asia  for  nomination  for  Vice-Chairman, 
but  Dr.  Payne  reminded  the  Committee  that  the  election  could  not  be  made 
before  the  meeting  of  the  Commission  at  Cyprus.  Dr.  Visser ’t  Hooft  suggested 
that  if  the  Central  Committee  at  Rochester  agreed  to  the  change  in  the  Constitu- 
tion allowing  for  a larger  number  of  Vice-Chairmen,  a postal  vote  might  then  be 
taken  at  once  amongst  Commission  members. 

After  further  discussion,  it  was  agreed,  on  a motion  of  Dr.  Taylor,  that  if 
the  Central  Committee  at  Rochester  accepted  the  necessary  change  in  the  Faith 
and  Order  Constitution,  the  name  of  Principal  J.  R.  Chandran  should  be  put 
forward  in  a postal  ballot. 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  closed. 
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MEETING  OF  THE  COMMISSION  ON  FAITH  AND  ORDER 


McGill  University,  Montreal,  Canada 
Wednesday  24  July  1963 


A meeting  of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  was  held  on  Wednesday 
24  July  1963  at  7.45  p.m.  at  McGill  University,  Montreal,  in  Room  204  of  the 
McConnell  Engineering  Building. 


1.  ATTENDANCE 
The  following  were  present : 


Officers 


Dr.  D.  Horton,  Chairman 
Professor  H.  d’Espine,  Vice-Chairman 

The  Rt.  Rev.  O.  S.  Tomkins,  Bishop  of  Bristol,  Chairman  of  the  Working  Com- 
mittee 


Members  of  the  Secretariat 

Professor  P.  S.  Minear,  Director 

The  Rev.  P.  C.  Rodger,  Executive  Secretary 

Dr.  L.  Vischer,  Research  Secretary 

The  Rev.  M.  B.  Handspicker,  Secretary-elect 


Members 

Professor  R.  F.  Aldwinckle 
Professor  H.  S.  Alivisatos 
The  Rev.  W.  Artus 
The  Rev.  J.  M.  Bates 
Professor  J.  Beato 
The  Rev.  G.  G.  Beazley,  jr. 
Professor  B.  Bobrinskoy 
Archpriest  V.  Borovoy 
Professor  K.  R.  Bridston 
Principal  J.  R.  Chandran 
Professor  N.  Chitescu 
Dr.  L.  H.  Chow 
Metropolitan  Chrysostomos  of  Myra 
Dean  J.  B.  Coburn 
Dr.  M.  A.  Creasey 


of  the  Commission 

Dr.  A.  E.  Fernandez  Arlt 
Professor  G.  Florovsky 
The  Rev.  J.  G.  Gatu 
Principal  A.  R.  George 
Professor  J.  L.  Gonzalez 
Professor  W.  F.  Groff 
Professor  E.  R.  Hardy 
Dr.  H.  H.  Harms 
Professor  D.  W.  Hay 
Bishop  I.  Hazim 
Miss  R.  C.  Howard 
Dr.  G.  Jacob 
The  Rev.  J.  Kibira 
Dr.  K.  Kitamori 
Professor  G.  Konidaris 
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Dr.  B.  Lesko 
Professor  T.  S.  Liefeld 
Professor  J.  D.  McCaughey 
President  J.  I.  McCord 
Bishop  T.  Mar  Athanasius 
Professor  G.  Mayeda 
Professor  R.  Mehl 
Dean  W.  G.  Muelder 
Professor  J.  R.  Nelson 
Professor  W.  Niesel 
Bishop  A.  Nygren 
Dr.  E.  A.  Payne 
Dr.  J.  Radha  Krishan 
Dr.  H.  G.  Renkewitz 


Principal  H.  Roberts 
Mr.  J.  M.  Ross 
Professor  V.  C.  Samuel 
Canon  H.  A.  E.  Sawyerr 
Bishop  F.  Sigg 
Professor  J.  A.  Sittler 
Professor  J.  E.  Skoglund 
Dr.  J.  Smolik 
Mr.  W.  String  fellow 
Dr.  T.  M.  Taylor 
Dr.  S.  A.  Teinonen 
Professor  J.  N.  Thomas 
Professor  G.  F.  Wingren 
Professor  J.  W.  Winterhager 


Substitutes 

Professor  M.  Doi  (for  Dr.  C.  Kishi) 

Dr.  P.  E.  Persson  (for  Dr.  P.  Edwall) 

Dr.  R.  Slenczka  (for  Professor  E.  Schlink) 
The  Rt.  Rev.  T.  F.  Zielinski  (for  Bishop  Jans) 


Members-elect 

The  Rev.  E.  Chavez  Campos 
Professor  W.  Joest 


Professor  E.  Schweizer 
Professor  V.  Vinay 


Visitors 

The  Rev.  O.  W.  McCully  Dr.  F.  W.  Tomkins 

Professor  F.  A.  Shippey 


Staff 

Dr.  R.  S.  Bilheimer  Dr.  W.  A.  Visser  ’t  Hooft 

Bishop  J.  E.  L.  Newbigin 

A greeting  was  received  from  Bishop  Stephen  Bayne,  who  had  been  prevented 
by  illness  from  attending  the  Montreal  Conference. 

The  meeting  was  opened  with  prayer  by  the  Commission’s  Chairman,  Dr.  D. 
Horton,  at  7.45  p.m. 


2.  MINUTES 

The  Minutes  of  the  previous  meeting  on  12  July  1963  were  received. 
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3.  ELECTION  OF  OFFICERS 


The  Chairman  reported  that  the  nominations  for  future  Commission  officers 
put  forward  to  the  Working  Committee  had  been  endorsed.  It  was  accordingly 
moved  by  Dr.  Taylor,  seconded  and  agreed  nem.  con.  that  the  nominations  put 
forward  and  endorsed  by  the  Working  Committee  be  sent  to  the  Central  Com- 
mittee. 


4.  REQUEST  TO  CENTRAL  COMMITTEE  FOR  ALTERATION 
OF  CONSTITUTION  CONCERNING  VICE-CHAIRMEN 

The  Executive  Secretary  (the  Rev.  P.  C.  Rodger)  proposed  the  following 
motion  : “that  the  Central  Committee  approve  the  following  amendments  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  such  as  will  enable  the  appoint- 
ment of  not  more  than  three  Vice-Chairmen”  (involving  amendments  to  paras.  15 
and  16  of  the  Constitution). 

Dr.  Payne  recommended  that  this  be  changed  to  read  : “. . . not  more  than 
four  Vice-Chairmen,”  and  suggested  that  the  Working  Committee  discuss  this 
matter.  After  a brief  discussion,  however,  the  Commission  decided  to  accept 
Dr.  Payne’s  alteration,  and  the  resolution  was  agreed  with  this  amendment. 

Professor  Nelson  pointed  out  that  all  officers  of  the  Commission  except  the 
Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee  were  appointed  for  a specific  period  of  time, 
and  proposed  that  some  limitation  of  tenure  be  applied  to  his  office  also.  Principal 
Chandran,  however,  thought  that  the  point  could  better  be  considered  during  a 
more  thorough  revision  of  the  Constitution  which  he  proposed  should  be  under- 
taken by  the  Working  Committee ; and  this  was  agreed. 


5.  MEETING  OF  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 
IN  CYPRUS,  1964 


(a)  Date 

It  was  reported  that  the  exact  dates  of  the  meeting  had  not  yet  been  set,  but 
the  meeting  would  take  place  during  the  second  half  of  August. 

(b)  Agenda 

With  regard  to  the  agenda  for  the  meeting,  the  Research  Secretary, 
Dr.  Lukas  Vischer,  referred  to  the  suggestions  set  out  in  the  report  of  the  Faith 
and  Order  staff  to  the  Commission,  namely  : 

(1)  “the  objectives,  topics  and  methods  of  the  post-Montreal  studies” 

(2)  “the  dialogue  between  Orthodox  and  non-Orthodox  theologians” 

(3)  “the  problems  encountered  by  church  union  negotiations” 

and  spoke  briefly  on  each  of  these  themes.  It  was  obvious  that  much  thought 
would  have  to  be  given  to  the  best  way  in  which  the  future  study  work  of  the 
Commission  should  be  carried  out,  and  the  recommendations  put  forward  by  the 
five  Sections  at  Montreal  would  also  require  further  consideration,  so  that  it  was 
important  that  the  Cyprus  meeting  should  allow  adequate  time  for  this. 
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With  regard  to  continuing  discussion  between  Orthodox  and  non-Orthodox 
theologians,  he  reported  briefly  on  the  work  of  the  “Orthodox  Consultation”  held 
at  Montreal,  and  referred  to  some  of  the  topics  suggested  there  for  future  discus- 
sion, particularly  (1)  the  question  of  the  relation  of  nature  and  grace,  (2)  pneuma- 
tology  and  (3)  the  nature  of  ecumenical  councils. 

Dr.  Vischer  also  urged  that  time  be  allowed  for  a fuller  discussion  on  the 
problems  involved  in  church  union  negotiations  than  had  been  possible  at  the 
one-day  meeting  in  New  Delhi  in  1961. 

These  suggestions  for  the  agenda  were  given  general  approval  in  the  discussion 
that  followed.  Professor  Sutler  urged  that  in  consideration  of  the  methods 
of  post-Montreal  study  it  was  very  important  to  secure  greater  flexibility  of  method. 
Professor  Wingren  stressed  the  particular  importance  of  the  study  on  the  question 
of  nature  and  grace,  Professor  Chitescu  suggested  further  study  on  the  question 
of  the  ministry,  and  Professor  Aldwinckle  on  the  question  of  symbolic  theology, 
as  a result  of  the  discussion  in  Section  III  at  Montreal.  Mr.  Ross  asked  for  time 
to  be  allowed  at  Cyprus  for  a report  on  the  Vatican  Council. 

There  was  also  a brief  general  discussion  on  various  aspects  of  the  method 
of  work  at  the  Montreal  Conference.  Dr.  Taylor  suggested  proposals  for  the 
organization  of  the  work  of  future  conferences  (see  p.  12)  which  he  felt  might 
lead  to  better  results.  Dr.  Mayeda  urged  that  more  attention  be  given  in  the 
future  to  Old  Testament  scholarship.  The  Director  stressed  that  advice  as  to 
methods  of  study  was  what  the  staff  mainly  needed  at  the  present  time. 

(c)  Finance  and  Administration 

The  Executive  Secretary  warned  members  of  the  Commission  that  all  reserves 
had  been  used  up  on  the  expenses  of  the  Montreal  Conference  ; in  particular  the 
travel  subsidy  fund  had  been  considerably  overdrawn.  Much  support  would  now 
be  needed  from  the  churches,  and  he  appealed  to  Commission  members  to  impress 
upon  them  the  importance  of  the  Cyprus  meeting,  which  would  be  dealing  with 
many  of  the  problems  directly  relevant  to  the  churches’  concerns. 

Authorization  was  given  to  the  secretariat  to  proceed  with  the  general  admin- 
istrative arrangements  for  the  Cyprus  meeting,  and  gratitude  was  expressed  to 
Metropolitan  Chrysostomos  of  Myra  for  the  offer  of  help  from  the  Ecumenical 
Patriarchate  in  this  connection. 


6.  STAFF  REPORT 

The  Staff  Report  was  received  and  accepted  for  discussion  by  the  Working 
Committee.  (For  full  text,  see  pp.  32-46.) 


7.  PUBLICATIONS 

The  Director  reported  that  the  volume  A Documentary  History  of  the  Faith 
and  Order  Movement  1927-1963 , edited  by  Dr.  Vischer  and  published  by  the 
Bethany  Press,  would  be  ready  by  the  end  of  August.  Orders  were  being  accepted 
and  would  be  filled  as  soon  as  possible.  It  was  hoped  that  this  book  would  provide 
the  kind  of  useful  reference  work  for  which  the  Commission  had  asked. 

Bishop  Sigg  referred  to  the  booklet  Let  us  Pray  for  Unity  written  by  Dr.  Nelson 
which  had  been  produced  for  the  Conference,  and  proposed  a vote  of  thanks  on 
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behalf  of  the  Commission  to  the  Editor  of  The  Upper  Room  through  whose  gener- 
ous co-operation  the  booklet  had  been  made  available  to  the  participants  free  of 
charge.  This  was  unanimously  agreed.  Thanks  were  also  expressed  to  the  Taize 
Community  for  their  expeditious  handling  of  the  French  edition  of  the  booklet. 


8.  OTHER  BUSINESS 

Principal  Chandran  expressed  the  Commission’s  gratitude  to  the  Chairman 
of  the  Commission,  Dr.  Douglas  Horton,  and  to  the  Vice-Chairman,  Professor 
Henri  d’Espine,  on  the  occasion  of  their  retirement  from  the  active  work  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission,  and  said  how  much  their  work  had  been  appreciated 
during  the  past  six  years  since  they  took  office.  A standing  ovation  was  given  to 
these  two  retiring  officers. 

The  meeting  was  formally  closed  with  prayer. 


Proposal  for  a Reconsideration  of  Method 
in  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order 

Dr.  T.  M.  Taylor 

We  should  frankly  dismiss  attempts  to  have  the  reports  of  the  sections  approved 
and  adopted  by  the  entire  Conference.  Ever  since  Amsterdam,  plenary  discussion 
of  section  reports  has  been  at  best  perfunctory,  and  under  the  pressure  of  time 
quite  inadequate  to  achieve  its  purpose.  In  every  case  it  has  been  a false  assump- 
tion that  section  reports  could  in  any  meaningful  way  really  be  considered  as 
Conference  reports.  Section  reports  should  be  frankly  recognized  for  what  they 
actually  are,  the  reports  of  sections  which  through  their  own  processes  of  discus- 
sion have  produced  them.  These  section  reports  should  go  out  over  the  names  of 
the  members  of  the  sections,  with  their  church  affiliations  indicated.  Section 
members  should  of  course  be  notified  at  the  beginning  of  the  Conference  that  this 
will  be  the  case. 

With  regard  to  procedure  in  the  production  and  use  of  the  section  reports  : 

1 . Conference  delegates  should  be  notified  of  their  assignment  to  sections  not 
less  than  3 months  and  preferably  6 months  in  advance  of  the  convening  of  the 
Conference. 

2.  Reports  of  Study  Commissions  and  other  preparatory  materials  should 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  delegates  not  less  than  3 months  and  preferably  6 months 
prior  to  an  impending  Conference,  so  as  to  allow:  (a)  adequate  time  for  the 
delegate’s  preparation  and  collateral  reading  in  the  field  of  his  section  theme 
(a  suggested  bibliography  would  be  helpful),  and  (b)  for  his  travel  plans  which 
often  involve  visits  elsewhere  en  route  to  the  Conference. 

3.  When  there  has  been  a Study  Commission  dealing  with,  or  closely  related 
to,  the  subject  assigned  to  a Conference  section,  provision  must  be  made  for  an 
adequate  number  of  persons  from  that  Study  Commission  to  be  members  of  the 
corresponding  Conference  section,  in  order  to  present  the  benefits  of  that  Com- 
mission’s work  as  a foundation  for  the  work  of  the  section.  This  is  required 
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for  an  intelligent  understanding  of  the  Commission’s  conclusions  and  of  the  way 
it  arrived  at  them.  It  should  help  to  prevent  the  section’s  going  down  blind  alleys 
already  traversed  by  the  Commission. 

4.  Keynote  lectures  provocative  of  discussion  on  each  of  the  section  themes 
by  selected  persons  would  best  be  scheduled  in  the  first  two  or  three  days  of  the 
Conference  program. 

5.  Bible  study  at  the  Conference  should  be  more  closely  integrated  with  the 
themes  of  the  Conference  sections.  In  the  past,  while  it  has  been  generally  helpful, 
bible  study  has  been  too  much  detached  from  the  other  work  of  the  Conference, 
so  that  its  bearing  upon  the  discussions  in  the  sections  has  been  quite  accidental. 
Consideration  should  be  given  to  inviting  a person  who  has  served  on  the  Study 
Commission  related  to  the  section’s  theme  to  lead  the  bible  study  for  that  section. 
The  bible  study  would  of  course  be  directed  to  the  subject  of  the  section.  It  is 
not  necessary  that  the  whole  Conference  should  follow  the  same  bible  study. 
A full  hour  at  the  beginning  of  the  day  might  well  be  allotted  to  it. 

6.  Not  less  than  5 days  with  a mid-period  recess  of  half  a day  should  be 
allotted  to  the  preliminary  discussion  of  the  sections  and  the  drafting  of  their 
preliminary  reports. 

7.  A week-end  break,  during  which  the  preliminary  reports  are  duplicated, 
should  follow  this  initial  period  of  section  discussion. 

8.  The  preliminary  drafts  of  section  reports  should  be  shared  with  the  entire 
Conference  membership.  The  major  benefits  to  be  had  from  the  discussion  of 
section  reports  in  plenary  session  could  be  preserved  through  a continuance  of 
the  “open  hearing”  procedure  by  which  members  of  all  sections  would  have 
opportunity  to  criticize  the  preliminary  drafts  of  section  reports  other  than  their 
own. 

9.  A three-day  period  should  follow  during  which  the  sections  would  perfect 
and  edit  their  own  reports. 

10.  Final  plenary  sessions  of  the  Conference  would  receive  these  final  section 
reports  by  having  them  read , together  with  interpretative  comments  upon  themy  by 
the  responsible  officers  of  the  sections.  The  plenary  sessions  would  also  authorize 
the  Faith  and  Order  staff  to  circulate  section  reports  to  the  churches  for  their  study 
and  comment. 

1 1 . The  staff  should  be  instructed  to  request  formal  study  of  the  reports  and 
written  responses  from  the  member  churches,  to  be  addressed  to  the  Faith  and 
Order  Office.  An  increasing  number  of  churches  is  making  regular  provision  for 
such  study. 

12.  The  Faith  and  Order  staff  should  then  collate  and  evaluate  the  churches’ 
responses,  reporting  the  results  to  the  next  ensuing  meeting  of  the  Commission 
on  Faith  and  Order.  The  Commission,  in  turn,  would  study  the  results  and 
address  its  own  comments  and  suggestions  to  the  churches. 
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MEETING  OF  THE 

WORKING  COMMITTEE  OF  FAITH  AND  ORDER 

McGill  University,  Montreal,  Canada 
26-27  July  1963 


A meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  of  Faith  and  Order  was  held  on  Friday 
and  Saturday,  26  and  27  July  1963,  in  the  Lounge  of  Molson  Hall,  McGill 
University. 

The  following  were  present : 

The  Rt.  Rev.  O.  S.  Tomkins,  Bishop  of  Bristol  (Chairman) 


Members  : 

Archpriest  V.  Borovoy 
Principal  J.  R.  Chandran 
Professor  N.  Chitescu 
Metropolitan  Chrysostomos  of  Myra 
Professor  G.  Florovsky 
Professor  D.  W.  Hay 
Dr.  G.  Jacob 

Professor  J.  D.  McCaughey 
Professor  J.  R.  Nelson 


Professor  A.  C.  Outler 
Dr.  E.  A.  Payne 
Canon  H.  A.  E.  Sawyerr 
Professor  J.  A.  Sutler 
Professor  J.  E.  Skoglund 
Dr.  T.  M.  Taylor 
Professor  G.  F.  Wingren 
Dr.  R.  Slenczka  (substitute  for 
Professor  Schlink) 


Secretariat  : Professor  P.  S.  Minear,  Director 

The  Rev.  P.  C.  Rodger,  Executive  Secretary 

Dr.  L.  Vischer,  Research  Secretary 

The  Rev.  M.  B.  Handspicker,  Secretary-elect 

WCC  Staff : Dr.  R.  S.  Bilheimer 

The  Rev.  R.  S.  French 
Dr.  W.  A.  Visser ’t  Hooft 


Visitor  : The  Rev.  D.  M.  Paton 

The  Bishop  of  Bristol,  as  Chairman,  opened  the  meeting  with  prayer  at 
5.35  p.m.  on  Friday  26  July. 


1.  MINUTES  OF  LAST  MEETING 

The  Minutes  of  the  last  meeting  of  the  Working  Committee,  held  on  20  July, 
were  accepted,  with  the  addition  of  the  name  of  Principal  J.  R.  Chandran  to 
the  list  of  those  present. 
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2.  PUBLICATION  OF  MONTREAL  CONFERENCE  REPORT 

The  Executive  Secretary  (The  Rev.  P.  C.  Rodger)  reported  on  the  general 
outline  of  the  plan  suggested  by  the  SCM  Press  for  the  publication  of  the  English 
version  of  the  Report.  It  was  thought  that  the  best  way  of  combining  a wide 
distribution  with  the  maximum  amount  of  published  material  would  be  by  means 
of  a paper-back  volume  in  the  SCM  Press  “Greenback”  series  at  a cost  of  about 
15s.  ($2. — ) in  an  edition  of  about  5,000  to  8,000  copies.  This  would  mean  that 
the  volume  would  have  to  be  rather  smaller  than  previous  conference  reports 
which  were  on  a scale  that  was  no  longer  an  economic  proposition.  The  proposed 
paper-back  would  include  : 

1)  A Word  to  the  Churches 

2)  The  Reports  of  the  five  Sections 

3)  A day-to-day  account  of  the  Conference  proceedings 

4)  The  list  of  participants  (both  alphabetically  and  by  churches) 

5)  Index 


It  might  also  be  possible  to  include  the  three  introductory  addresses,  either 
in  full  or  in  abbreviated  form,  but  this  was  not  certain.  This  would  leave  unprinted 
only  the  sermons  and  the  speeches  from  the  three  General  Evenings,  some  of 
which  were  to  be  published  in  the  Ecumenical  Review. 

In  reply  to  questions,  the  Rev.  D.  M.  Paton,  author  of  the  Conference  com- 
mentary in  English  and  a former  managing  editor  of  the  SCM  Press,  said  that 
the  earliest  date  at  which  the  report  could  be  published  was  the  end  of  February, 
since  the  text  could  not  be  ready  before  mid-October.  The  Chairman  asked  that 
enquiries  should  also  be  made  concerning  the  production  of  a limited  hard-cover 
edition  for  libraries. 

It  was  agreed  by  the  Committee  that  arrangements  for  the  printing  of  the  report 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  secretariat. 

With  regard  to  the  French  edition  of  the  report,  Mr.  Rodger  said  that  Dela- 
chaux  & Niestle,  while  interested  in  its  publication,  would  almost  certainly  require 
a subsidy.  Professor  Bose,  editor  of  Foi  et  Vie , had  therefore  been  approached 
regarding  the  printing  of  the  five  Section  reports,  A Word  to  the  Churches,  and 
an  introduction  by  Professor  R.  Mehl.  There  was  a possibility  that  other  speeches 
might  be  printed  later. 

The  Research  Secretary  (Dr.  L.  Vischer)  announced  that  EVZ  Verlag 
would  publish  in  German  the  five  Section  reports,  A Word  to  the  Churches,  and  a 
German  commentary  by  Dr.  F.  Schlingensiepen.  Some  addresses  would  be 
printed  in  the  Oekumenische  Rundschau. 

In  reply  to  further  questions,  Mr.  Rodger  said  that  those  wishing  to  reprint 
any  of  the  addresses,  entire  or  in  part,  had  only  to  obtain  the  permission  of  the 
authors  concerned. 

Professor  Outler  asked  about  the  dissemination  of  “A  Word  to  the  Churches.” 
It  was  reported  that  it  had  already  been  given  wide  circulation  in  a news  release, 
but  it  was  agreed  that  copies  should  be  sent  formally  to  all  member  churches 
from  the  Geneva  office. 
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3.  FORMAL  DISCHARGE  OF  THEOLOGICAL  COMMISSIONS 

It  was  agreed  that  the  four  Theological  Commissions  which  had  been  working 
since  the  Lund  Conference  should  now  be  formally  discharged  from  their  duties 
with  an  expression  of  gratitude  from  the  Working  Committee,  and  a formal  vote 
of  thanks  to  this  effect  was  unanimously  passed.  It  was  also  agreed  that  a letter 
of  thanks  be  sent  to  all  Theological  Commission  members  expressing  apprecia- 
tion of  their  work. 


4.  TOPICS  FOR  CYPRUS  AGENDA  AND  SUGGESTIONS 
CONCERNING  FUTURE  PROCEDURE 

The  Chairman  introduced  a discussion  on  the  future  policy  of  Faith  and  Order 
study  work,  with  particular  reference  to  the  agenda  for  the  Cyprus  meeting  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  in  August  1964.  He  briefly  reviewed  all  the  recom- 
mendations referred  to  the  Commission  by  the  five  Sections  at  the  Montreal 
Conference  (see  pp.  19-31). 

Dr.  Vischer  suggested  that  at  the  Cyprus  meeting  the  agenda  should  be  divided 
into  three  parts  : (1)  a discussion  on  future  study,  to  be  introduced  by  a staff 
memorandum  listing  possibilities  ; (2)  a discussion  between  Orthodox  and  non- 
Orthodox  on  the  question  of  “Creation  and  Redemption”  as  it  related  to  the 
specific  concerns  of  East  and  West ; and  (3)  a discussion  on  problems  of  church 
union  negotiations. 

Professor  Florovsky  agreed  that  it  was  important  to  discuss  East/West 
problems,  but  thought  it  would  be  better  if  there  were  some  positive  content  to 
it,  with  less  stress  on  differences.  With  regard  to  methods  of  study,  he  also 
suggested  that  in  addition  to  long-range  theological  commissions,  a further  method 
of  procedure  might  be  for  two  or  three  people  to  formulate  memoranda  for 
circulation  among  a group  of  interested  theologians  who  would  be  asked  for 
comments.  This  procedure  could  be  particularly  suitable  for  new  topics,  and 
it  might  lead  to  the  setting  up  of  a regular  theological  commission  at  a later  date. 

Professor  Wingren  urged  that  in  considering  a topic  such  as  “Creation  and 
Redemption,”  care  should  be  taken  to  see  that  the  discussion  did  not  revolve 
around  the  ecclesiastical  aspects  only,  but  that  the  world- wide  implications  should 
also  be  fully  treated. 

Professor  Outler  urged  that  when  Commissions  were  set  up  they  should  be 
given  a specific  mandate  and  assured  of  adequate  facilities  and  personnel  for  the 
work,  together  with  reasonable  possibilities  for  publication  of  the  work  under- 
taken. Dr.  Payne  agreed,  and  thought  that  the  time-schedule  should  be  worked 
out  in  the  light  of  the  wider  concerns  of  the  WCC  as  a whole.  Faith  and  Order’s 
first  duty  was  to  study  questions  related  to  the  unity  of  the  Church,  and  this  had 
to  be  borne  constantly  in  mind. 

Dr.  Visser  *t  Hooft  thought  that  consideration  should  be  given  to  the  type 
of  Faith  and  Order  World  Conference  that  would  be  useful  in  the  future,  as  this 
in  turn  would  affect  the  kind  of  studies  to  be  carried  out.  Local  groups  already 
existing  in  seminaries  and  elsewhere  should  also  be  used  in  Faith  and  Order  work. 

Dr.  Vischer  said  there  were  several  other  study  methods  not  yet  mentioned, 
and  that  it  was  important  to  choose  the  method  according  to  the  type  of  study 
requiring  to  be  done.  He  also  referred  to  other  topics  of  considerable  importance, 
such  as  the  studies  on  the  ministry  and  on  the  ecumenical  councils,  which  had 
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been  specifically  asked  for  ; and  Professor  Outler  urged  that  some  proper  system 
of  priorities  be  set  up,  so  that  other  arrangements  could  be  made  and  suitable 
people  approached  to  undertake  the  work.  It  was  also  important  to  ask  how  the 
studies  were  going  to  be  used  : as  this  in  turn  would  affect  both  the  method  of 
study  and  the  type  of  people  invited  to  undertake  it. 

Dr.  Bilheimer  stressed  the  importance  of  criteria  for  determining  priorities 
and  also  of  making  use  of  such  WCC  studies  as  were  already  in  existence  in  the 
various  departments.  With  regard  to  finance,  he  reminded  the  Working  Com- 
mittee that  since  Faith  and  Order’s  budget  had  been  recently  very  much  enlarged, 
it  should  prove  an  adequate  basis  for  what  was  needed.  Dr.  Payne  suggested  that 
a staff  paper  be  produced  showing  what  was  already  being  done  in  other  WCC 
departments  and  divisions,  and  also  by  the  United  Bible  Societies,  so  as  to  avoid 
any  overlapping.  In  answer  to  a question  Dr.  Bilheimer  described  the  aims  and 
general  outlines  of  the  study  on  “The  Finality  of  Christ  in  an  Age  of  Universal 
History,”  and  said  that  any  specific  contribution  from  Faith  and  Order  would  be 
welcomed. 

The  Director  (Dr.  P.  S.  Minear)  said  that  commitments  already  made  (e.g. 
regarding  the  Orthodox  Consultation)  would  have  to  go  forward,  and  suggested 
that  certain  topics  might  be  assigned  to  members  of  the  Working  Committee  for 
consideration,  to  be  reported  to  a meeting  of  that  Committee  which  might  be 
held  in  the  Spring  of  1964. 

In  reviewing  the  list  of  recommendations  from  the  Sections,  the  Chairman 
said  he  thought  that  a certain  number  of  topics  could  well  be  dealt  with  in  co-opera- 
tion with  other  WCC  departments  — e.g.  the  question  of  catechetical  instruction 
with  the  Youth  Department,  and  that  of  the  ordination  of  women  with  the  Depart- 
ment on  the  Co-operation  of  Men  & Women  in  Church,  Family  and  Society. 
The  suggestions  for  studies  put  forward  by  Section  V were  for  the  most  part 
different  aspects  of  the  main  Institutionalism  study  and  might  best  be  dealt  with 
through  regional  groups,  linked  with,  and  accepting  assignments  from,  the  main 
Institutionalism  Commission. 

Principal  Chandran  thought  the  commissions  to  be  set  up  should  be  related 
more  specifically  to  church  union  negotiation  problems  ; nature  and  grace,  Christ 
and  the  ministry,  eucharistic  theology,  and  institutionalism  seemed  to  him  the 
most  relevant  topics.  Other  specific  suggestions  for  schemes  of  study  commissions 
were  put  forward  by  : 

(a)  Dr.  Payne,  who  suggested  : 

1)  ecumenical  councils ; 

2)  Holy  Communion  at  ecumenical  gatherings  ; 

3)  the  ministry  ; 

(b)  Archpriest  Borovoy,  who  urged  that  not  more  than  about  five  commis- 
sions should  be  set  up,  in  order  to  avoid  diffusion  of  forces.  His  suggestions 
included  : 

1)  the  ministry ; 

2)  the  eucharist ; 

3)  the  ecumenical  councils, 

plus  two  regular  standing  commissions  discussing  various  topics,  one  on  Orthodox/ 
non-Orthodox  relations,  and  one  on  Roman  Catholic/non-Roman  Catholic 
relations. 

In  reply  to  a question  from  Professor  Nelson  concerning  the  idea  of  a Roman 
Catholic/non-Roman  Catholic  commission,  Dr.  Vischer  said  that  this  would 
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have  to  be  dealt  with  in  consultation  with  the  Secretariat  for  Unity,  and  could 
not  be  begun  until  after  the  Vatican  Council’s  acceptance  of  the  schema  De 
ecumenismo. 

Professor  Outler  supported  the  outline  put  forward  by  Archpriest  Borovoy, 
and  Metropolitan  Chrysostomos  suggested  that  small  investigating  groups  be 
set  up  for  each  subject,  to  report  back  to  the  Working  Committee  and  the  staff. 
Canon  Sawyerr  was  more  inclined  to  welcome  an  “applied”  approach,  and 
thought  it  better  to  discuss  fewer  subjects  but  at  a deeper  level. 

With  regard  to  the  Cyprus  agenda,  it  was  then  agreed  : 

(1)  that  a staff  memorandum  be  prepared,  analysing  the  importance  of  the 
various  topics  for  study  and  the  different  methods  of  tackling  them ; and 
reporting  on  the  financial  resources  available  for  the  carrying  out  of  such  study ; 

(2)  that  a memorandum  be  prepared  on  the  subject  of  “Creation  and 
Redemption,”  to  be  sent  to  all  members  of  the  Commission  for  comment, 
which  would  act  as  a stimulus  to  discussion  of  the  topic  at  the  Cyprus  meeting  ; 

(3)  that  a further  document  be  prepared  dealing  with  specific  problems 
causing  difficulties  in  church  union  negotiations,  to  provide  background  mate- 
rial for  the  extended  discussion  of  this  topic  at  the  Cyprus  meeting. 

Professor  Nelson  hoped  that  at  least  two  full  days  could  be  devoted  to  the 
discussion  of  church  union  negotiation  problems,  and  Dr.  Payne  hoped  that 
time  would  be  found  for  a report  on  the  Vatican  Council. 

5.  OTHER  BUSINESS 

1.  Alterations  to  Constitution 

Mr.  Rodger  read  out  the  alterations  required  to  be  made  in  the  Constitution 
of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  in  order  to  permit  the  appointment  of  up 
to  four  Vice-Chairmen,  which  were  as  follows  : 

(a)  Article  15  : “In  the  event  of  the  office  of  Chairman  falling  vacant  by 

reason  of  resignation,  incapacity  or  death,  the  Vice-Chairmen  and 
the  Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee  shall  together  be  responsible 
for  the  appointment  of  an  acting  Chairman. . .” 

(b)  Article  16  : “ Not  more  than  four  Vice-Chairmen  shall  be  elected  on  the 

nomination  of  the  Working  Committee,  shall  hold  office  for  three 
years,  and  shall  be  eligible  for  re-election.” 

These  were  agreed,  and  the  request  to  have  them  put  before  the  Central  Com- 
mittee for  action  was  authorized.  It  was  also  agreed,  that  in  the  event  of  these 
alterations  being  accepted  by  the  Central  Committee  at  Rochester,  the  Working 
Committee  should  be  asked  to  vote  by  postal  ballot  on  a proposal  for  a third 
Vice-Chairman. 

2.  Date  of  next  meeting 

It  was  agreed  that  the  next  meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  should  be  held 
in  Cyprus  24  hours  before  the  opening  of  the  meeting  of  the  full  Faith  and  Order 
Commission. 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  Chairman  closed  the  meeting  with  prayer. 
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MANDATE  TO  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 


The  Fourth  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order,  Montreal,  July  1963, 
transmitted  the  reports  of  its  five  Sections  “to  the  churches  for  study  and  to  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  for  appropriate  action.”  The  following  appendices 
include  the  proposals  upon  which  this  action  should  be  taken. 


Section  I : THE  CHURCH  IN  THE  PURPOSE  OF  GOD 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

Section  I recommends  to  this  Conference  that : 

(a)  the  Report  of  the  Theological  Commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church  be 
transmitted  to  the  churches  for  study  and  comment ; 

(b)  this  report  be  studied  by  the  churches  along  with  the  Report  of  Section  I 
of  the  Montreal  Conference  ; 

(c ) we  point  out  to  the  churches  that  this  Report  on  Christ  and  the  Church 
represents  an  initial  attempt  to  apply  the  Lund  methodology  (the  examination  of 
our  understanding  of  the  Church  in  the  light  of  our  faith  in  Christ),  to  Faith 
and  Order  studies ; 

(d)  although  considerable  progress  has  been  made  in  the  use  of  this  method- 
ology, the  results  are  necessarily  incomplete  and  need  the  reactions  of  the  churches, 
and  therefore  that  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  solicit  such  reactions ; 

(e)  Faith  and  Order  welcome  such  reactions  and  express  the  hope  that  they 
will  promote  a further  step  to  the  understanding  of  the  relationship  of  the  Church 
to  its  Lord. 

Section  I recommends  that  the  relation  of  creation  and  redemption  be  given 
top  priority  in  Faith  and  Order  studies  in  the  immediate  future.  The  study  should 
include  the  question  of  the  nature  of  Christ’s  lordship  over  the  world,  and  the 
relation  of  his  rule  in  the  Church  to  the  grace  and  power  of  God  that  work  outside 
the  Church  and  in  the  non-human  creation. 


Section  II  : SCRIPTURE,  TRADITION  AND  TRADITIONS 

An  examination  of  educational  materials  in  the  light  of  the  Ecumenical  Movement : 
Preamble 

The  document  presented  to  us  on  “The  Revision  of  Catechisms  in  the  Light 
of  the  Ecumenical  Movement”  contains  a number  of  important  proposals  which 
are  highly  relevant  to  our  work  on  Tradition  and  Traditions.  Catechetical  instruc- 
tion or  religious  education  is  obviously  one  important  way  in  which  the  tradition- 
ary process  works,  for  the  instruction  of  the  young  is  a continual  effort  at  indigen- 
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ization  in  each  new  generation.  There  are  many  questions  which  the  churches 
ought  to  address  to  themselves  about  the  effectiveness  and  fidelity  of  their  cate- 
chisms and  other  teaching  materials  as  instruments  of  the  traditionary  process. 
We  confine  ourselves  however  to  one  main  question  : How  far  do  the  teaching 
materials  which  are  used  in  our  churches  reflect  their  ecumenical  commitments 
and  intentions  ? Negatively  stated  the  question  would  be  : How  far  do  these 
teaching  materials  reflect  prejudices  and  misunderstandings  which  we  ought  to 
have  outgrown,  and  perhaps  thought  that  we  had  outgrown? 

Before  this  question  can  be  adequately  answered,  a detailed  analysis  of  what 
actually  happens  in  our  churches  must  be  made.  This  is  a modest  proposal,  but 
it  seems  to  have  these  advantages  : it  could  lead  quickly  to  practical  decision  and 
action,  it  could  involve  people  who  do  not  normally  share  actively  in  the  life 
of  the  Ecumenical  Movement,  and  it  could  directly  affect  many  members  of  the 
churches. 


Proposal 

We  propose  therefore  that  these  four  questions  be  addressed  to  the  churches  : 

(1)  What  statements  of  ecumenical  intention  has  your  church  issued  ? What 
are  the  ecumenical  commitments  which  your  church  has  undertaken  ? 
How  are  these  intentions  and  commitments  reflected  in  your  educational 
materials,  e.g.  catechisms  which  are  teaching  instruments,  Sunday  School 
lessons  and  text  books  ? 

If  your  church  has  entered  into  fellowship  with  other  churches  in  the 
WCC  or  is  engaged  in  conversations  with  other  churches,  how  is  this  fact 
reflected  ? 

(2)  How  do  your  educational  materials  deal  with  the  dilemma  created  by  the 
fact  that  we  acknowledge  one  Baptism  into  Christ  and  yet  live  as  separated 
churches  ? 

(3)  How  are  the  other  Christian  bodies  described  in  your  educational  mate- 
rials ? Is  the  description  accurate  and  fair  ? 

Would  the  other  churches  recognise  themselves  in  the  picture  you  draw 
of  them  ? 

(4)  What  proportion  of  time  is  spent  on  teaching  our  common  faith  and  our 
common  history  as  Christians,  and  what  proportion  on  teaching  that 
history  and  doctrine  which  distinguishes  your  church  from  other  churches  ? 


Procedure 

We  suggest  this  procedure : 

(1)  That  the  Faith  and  Order  Department  and  the  Youth  Department  of  the 
WCC  be  asked  to  co-operate  in  initiating  this  study. 

(2)  That  they  be  asked  to  seek  the  co-operation  of  the  World  Council  of 
Christian  Education,  of  national  and  regional  councils  of  churches  and 
councils  of  Christian  Education,  and  of  Roman  Catholics  where  this 
seems  possible  and  desirable. 

(3)  That  the  examination  of  materials  be  carried  on  interdenominationally 
to  ensure  fairness  and  accuracy. 
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(4)  That  a research  project  or  projects,  similar  to  that  carried  on  at  Yale 
University  under  Bernard  Olsen  and  described  in  his  book  Faith  and 
Prejudice  (Yale  Univ.  Press,  1962),  be  considered. 


An  ecumenical  study  of  the  Councils: 

1 . We  recommend  that  the  Working  Committee  of  Faith  and  Order  should 
arrange  for  an  ecumenical  study  of  the  councils  of  the  early  Church,  at  the 
highest  possible  level  of  scholarship. 

2.  We  agree  that  study  of  the  councils  in  themselves  and  of  their  place  within 
the  life  of  the  early  Church  should  precede  discussion  of  the  nature  and 
place  of  the  conciliar  process  in  the  Church  today  and  of  its  relation  to 
the  functions  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches. 

3.  We  suggest  that  two  study  groups  should  be  formed  : 

a)  the  first  would  consider  primarily  the  conciliar  process  in  the  early 
Church.  This  would  entail  study  both  of  the  definitions  of  the  councils 
and  of  the  historical  and  theological  conditions  in  which  their  decisions 
were  taken  ; and  this  group  would  examine  the  theological  understand- 
ing of  councils  as  such. 

b)  The  second  group  would  study  the  facts  concerning  the  reception  or 
non-reception  of  the  councils  or  their  decisions  in  the  different  Christian 
traditions  during  later  times,  up  to  the  present. 

These  groups  would  in  part  work  together,  and  would  need  to  delimit 
more  precisely  their  fields  of  study. 

4.  We  do  not  favour  the  restriction  of  study  to  the  Council  of  Chalcedon, 
though  Chalcedon  might  well  be  designated  as  the  subject  for  the  most 
detailed  examination.  It  is  important  that  the  nature  of  the  conciliar  pro- 
cess before  Chalcedon  should  be  adequately  considered,  historically  and 
theologically.  We  suggest  that  the  formation  of  the  “Nicene”  Creed  would 
be  a valuable  element  in  such  study. 

5.  The  co-operation  of  Roman  Catholic  scholars  should  be  sought. 

6.  A later  stage  would  be  the  translation  of  the  results  of  the  above  study 
into  a form  suitable  for  general  instruction. 


Section  ID  : THE  REDEMPTIVE  WORK  OF  CHRIST  AND 
THE  MINISTRY  OF  HIS  CHURCH 

A Study  on  Christ  and  the  Ministry 

The  Section  believes  that  the  time  has  come  for  a theological  study  of  “Christ 
and  the  Ministry”  following  upon  the  Faith  and  Order  study  of  “Christ  and  the 
Church.”  This  study  should  be  ecumenical  not  only  in  the  sense  that  differing 
confessional  viewpoints  should  be  represented  in  it,  but  also  (and  more  important) 
in  the  sense  that  representatives  of  different  theological  traditions  should  together 
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seek  to  penetrate  behind  our  differences  to  a deeper  and  richer  understanding  of 
the  call  of  God  addressed  to  men  in  every  generation  to  ministries,  regularly 
commissioned  and  charismatic,  in  the  life  of  the  Church. 

In  this  matter  we  have  been  impressed  by  the  progress  already  made,  which 
finds  expression  (albeit  briefly)  in  some  paragraphs  of  the  reports  of  the  Theological 
Commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church.  Moreover  the  paper  by  Prof.  Schlink 
on  “Apostolic  Succession,”  originally  prepared  for  the  European  Section  of  the 
commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church,  represents  an  approach  to  traditional 
problems  in  a new  and  wider  context  — biblical,  dogmatic  and  ecumenical  — 
which  should  be  emulated  and  followed  by  others. 

We  have  also  noted  and  made  use  of  the  work  done  by  the  Department  on  the 
Laity,  represented  in  the  bulletin  Laity  15  entitled  “Christ’s  Ministry  and  the 
Ministry  of  the  Church,”  Laity  9 entitled  “Ministers  of  the  Priestly  People,”  and 
by  the  Division  of  World  Mission  and  Evangelism  in  the  paper  “A  Tent-Making 
Ministry.”  We  are  also  aware  of  the  authorisation  given  by  the  Third  Assembly 
at  New  Delhi  to  the  Division  of  Studies  for  a study  on  the  ministry. 

We  therefore  make  the  following  proposal  to  the  World  Council  of  Churches, 
and  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  : 

1 . That  the  proposal  of  the  New  Delhi  Assembly  for  a study  on  the  ministry 
be  implemented  as  soon  as  possible ; 

2.  That  the  planning  of  the  study  should  take  full  account  of  the  work  of 
the  present  Section,  particularly  the  beginning  we  have  made  in  seeking  to 
state  an  understanding  of  the  work  of  the  ordained  ministry  within  the  larger 
context  of  the  corporate  ministry  of  the  whole  people  of  God  and  including 
particularly  the  views  expressed  in  the  above  paragraphs,  and  of  the  work 
done  by  the  Department  on  the  Laity  and  by  the  Division  of  World  Mission 
and  Evangelism. 

3.  The  study  should  give  a substantial  place  in  its  work  to  the  doctrine 
of  creation  in  its  relation  to  redemption. 

4.  That  in  view  of  the  difficulty  being  experienced  by  a number  of  member 
churches  with  regard  to  the  ministry  in  reunion  negotiations,  the  Department 
on  Faith  and  Order  be  invited  to  convene  a small  consultation  as  early  as 
possible  to  consider  the  issues  involved  and  in  particular  : 

a)  How  the  ministers  of  the  uniting  churches  may  best  be  brought  into 
the  one  ministry  of  the  United  Church. 

b ) How  a united  Church  may  continue  those  relations  of  fellowship  with 
other  churches  previously  enjoyed  by  any  one  of  the  uniting  churches, 
including  the  mutual  acceptability  of  ministers. 

Baptism 

The  Section  was  asked  to  make  some  use  of  the  work  on  baptism  of  the 
theological  commission  on  Christ  and  the  Church  ; and  in  particular  is  grateful 
for  the  emphasis  on  baptism  as  a call  to  service  ( One  Lord , One  Baptism , SCM 
Press  & Augsburg  Publishing  House,  pp.  67-69).  The  Section  is  aware  that  the 
WCC  has  already  done  much  to  help  member  churches  in  their  understanding 
and  practice  of  baptism : as  for  instance  in  the  publication  by  the  Department 
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on  the  Laity  of  the  booklet  “Ye  are  Baptized.”  It  is  of  the  opinion,  however,  that 
much  still  needs  to  be  done  in  many  member  churches  to  help  Christians  to 
understand  their  baptism  as  including  commitment  to  the  service  of  Jesus  Christ 
in  the  Church  and  in  the  world.  It  therefore  recommends  continued  attention  by 
the  Commission  to  the  expression  of  the  meaning  of  baptism  in  the  life  of  the 
churches. 


The  Diaconate 

The  Church  of  South  India  requested  in  1961  that  the  Faith  and  Order  Com- 
mission should  make  a study  on  the  problem  of  the  diaconate.  Therefore  a paper 
was  prepared  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Staff  on  the  subject.  This  paper  was  studied 
by  a group  of  Sub-section  2 of  the  Section  III  of  the  Conference.  The  Section 
recommends  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee  that : 

1 . The  Staff  paper  on  the  diaconate  be  revised  in  the  light  of  discussion  here, 
and  made  available  to  the  churches  as  an  orientation  paper  to  assist  them 
both  to  rethink  the  problems  of  the  diaconate  and  to  renew  the  diakonia 
of  the  Church.  The  Staff  are  requested  to  append  a bibliography  to  the 
paper. 

2.  The  diaconate  should  be  the  subject  of  further  study  by  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission.  Special  attention  should  be  given  to  the  following  : 

a ) the  question  of  ordination  of  the  deacon  ; 

b ) the  relationship  between  deacon  and  elder  in  churches  of  Presbyterian 
or  the  Reformed  order,  and  between  deacon,  presbyter  and  bishop  in 
churches  having  this  threefold  ministry  ; 

c ) the  place  of  women  in  the  diaconate  ; 

d)  the  functions  of  the  diaconate. 

While  this  study  should  be  in  close  relation  to  the  wider  study  of  the  ministry, 
we  consider  that  a small  consultation  on  the  question  of  the  diaconate  would  be 
helpful. 

Women  in  the  Ministry  and  the  Ministries 

1 . At  the  Assembly  in  New  Delhi  an  urgent  request  was  made  to  the  Working 
Committee  on  Faith  and  Order  “to  establish  a study  of  the  theological,  biblical 
and  ecclesiological  issues  involved  in  the  ordination  of  women.”  Behind  this 
request  lies  the  fact  that  there  is  already  much  discussion  of  the  question  in  the 
churches,  and  that  several  churches  are  in  process  of  changing  their  rules  and 
practices  regarding  the  ordination  of  women. 

2.  It  is  of  great  importance  to  ensure  that  there  should  be  a real  ecumenical 
dialogue  on  this  question.  The  position  of  some  churches  is  already  defined  and 
is  not  under  discussion.  But  are  not  churches  in  fellowship  called  to  discuss  just 
such  questions  ? Must  they  not,  by  all  means,  seek  a common  mind  ? Or  at  the 
very  least  must  they  not  help  each  other  to  understand  their  different  positions  ? 
Otherwise  there  is  a danger  that  different  attitudes  may  become  a further  cause  of 
estrangement  and  disunity  where  they  could  become  an  occasion  for  fresh  and 
fruitful  encounter.  (We  draw  attention  to  the  booklet  published  by  the  WCC 
under  the  title  : Concerning  the  Ordination  of  Women.) 
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3.  There  is  in  many  churches  a new  emphasis  on  baptism  as  entry  into  the 
ministry  of  the  whole  Church  and  as  the  consecration  of  the  whole  people  of  God 
to  a life  of  witness  and  service.  This  has  led  to  a new  concern  that  women  should 
share  fully  in  the  privileges  and  duties  of  the  whole  people  of  God.  It  is  widely 
felt  that  the  existing  channels  restrict  and  thwart  the  service  which  women  could 
render. 

4.  The  profound  changes  which  are  taking  place  in  the  position  of  women 
in  the  general  life  of  society  are  a challenge  to  the  churches. 

5.  We  therefore  recommend  that  there  should  be  established  a programme 
of  study  of  women  in  the  ministry  and  the  ministries.  At  the  outset,  we  wish  to 
lay  strong  emphasis  on  three  concerns  : 

(i)  That  this  study  remain  in  the  context  of  the  study  of  Christ  and  the 
Ministry  as  a whole,  and  other  studies  under  that  main  head. 

(ii)  That  in  studies  of  the  “other  ministries”  the  place  of  both  men  and  women 
should  be  taken  into  consideration. 

(iii)  That  the  group  which  undertakes  this  particular  study  should  include 
women  in  its  membership  and  seek  contributions  from  specialists  in  the 
fields  of  psychology,  sociology,  etc. 

We  take  for  granted  that  this  study  will  be  in  touch  with  those  already  initiated 
by  the  Department  on  Co-operation  of  Men  and  Women  and  that  the  theological 
conviction  of  all  member  churches  will  be  fully  taken  into  account. 

6.  We  fully  realize  that  because  of  shortage  of  time  the  outline  of  study 
proposed  below  is  not  sufficiently  developed  and  detailed.  We  propose  the  follow- 
ing general  themes  of  study  : 

(i)  Church  Law  and  Practice 

In  the  history  of  the  Church  what  place  has  been  given  to  women  and  what 
changes  have  occurred  in  their  status  and  service  ? Have  church  law  and  practice 
continued  unchanged  ? Have  they  undergone  slow  change  without  deliberate 
decision  ? What  has  been  the  effect  of  upheavals  in  church  life  ? (For  example, 
the  effect  of  the  substantial  abandonment  in  the  churches  of  the  Reformation 
of  the  Religious  Orders  and  the  consequent  closing  of  this  sphere  of  service  for 
women.)  Why  does  concern  for  a larger  place  for  women  in  the  service  of  the 
Church  arise  in  certain  traditions  and  not  in  others  ? 

(ii)  A Biblical  and  Doctrinal  examination 

This  should  include  the  study  of : 


A.  Biblical  Understanding  of  Man 

The  creation  of  human  being  as  male  and  female  and,  in  relation  to  this,  the 
significance  of  the  New  Testament  statement  that  in  Christ  there  is  neither  male 
nor  female. 

The  question  whether  specific  callings  are  given  to  men  and  women  as  such. 

The  complementary  relationship  to  which  men  and  women  are  called  : “It 
is  not  good  for  man  to  be  alone”  ; “Replenish  and  subdue”  ; “Have  dominion.” 

The  significance  of  celibacy. 
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B.  Ecclesiology 

The  biblical  evidence  concerning  the  place  of  women  in  the  Church  and  its 
interpretation  for  today. 

The  significance  of  the  images  of  the  fatherhood  of  God,  of  Jahweh  as  the 
husband  of  Israel,  and  of  Christ  as  the  bridegroom  of  the  Church. 

Baptism  as  entry  into  the  ministry  of  the  whole  Church  and  the  participation 
of  men  and  women  in  this  ministry. 

(iii)  Sociological  and  Psychological  Factors 

Among  other  things,  the  study  should  include : 

The  theological  weight  to  be  attached  to  the  changing  roles  and  status  of  men 
and  women  in  contemporary  society. 

The  evidence  produced  by  students  of  anthropology  and  religion  in  interpreting 
the  significance  of  patriarchal  and  matriarchal  forms  of  society. 


Section  IV  : WORSHIP  AND  THE  ONENESS  OF  CHRIST’S  CHURCH 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
I.  The  Nature  of  Christian  Worship 

Recognizing  a)  that  a common  liturgical  tradition  does  exist  among  widely 
varying  Christian  traditions  today,  b)  that,  nevertheless,  all  our  traditional  forms 
of  worship  and  the  language  we  use  need  radical  re-appraisal,  c)  that  in  every 
society  the  Church  faces  the  urgent  task  of  discovering  properly  indigenous  modes 
of  liturgical  expression,  and  d)  that  far  greater  clarity  is  needed  concerning  the 
missionary  dimension  of  the  full  leitourgia  of  Christ’s  people,  as  the  Church 
seeks  to  enter  into  Christ’s  one  ministry  in  every  place  on  behalf  of  the  whole 
world : 

We  recommend  that  a fresh  approach  be  made  to  the  relation  between  theology 
and  worship,  so  that  a)  not  only  may  the  liturgies  of  proclamation,  celebration 
of  the  sacraments,  and  prayer  be  responsibly  informed  by  theological  reflection 
on  the  biblical  witness  to  God’s  self-revelation  in  Jesus  Christ  and  by  a thorough- 
going study  of  the  various  traditions  in  this  light,  but  b)  at  the  same  time,  and  as 
a definite  step  beyond  current  practice,  our  entire  theological  work  may  be 
informed  by  a fresh  sensitivity  to  the  demands  and  problems  of  Christian  worship 
as  we  confront  them  in  every  part  of  the  world  today. 

We  believe  that  a new  stage  has  been  reached  in  both  the  Liturgical  Movement 
and  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement  which  requires  that  such  a recommendation 
be  carried  out,  with  special  attention  to  the  cosmic  dimensions  of  Christ’s  role 
from  the  origin  to  the  consummation  of  the  creation,  so  that  he  may  be  set  forth 
as  reconciler  in  our  technologically  developed  age.  We  wish  to  specify  the  follow- 
ing studies  as  illustrative  of  our  concern  : 

1 . a careful  study  on  the  nature  of  the  language,  symbols,  structure  and  forms, 
used  in  worship,  including  preaching,  with  the  aim  of  improving  our 
ability  to  communicate  the  Gospel  to  our  contemporaries  and  to  share  the 
Christian  life  with  them  in  worship  ; 
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2.  another,  closely  related,  study  on  the  indigenization  of  worship,  with  a 
view  to  the  appropriateness  of  the  various  aspects  of  creation  and  partic- 
ularly of  human  life  for  liturgical  expression,  with  an  examination  of  what 
it  means  to  confess  that  all  things  are  to  be  summed  up  in  Christ,  and  with 
special  attention  to  the  various  practical  needs  calling  forth  the  churches’ 
mission  in  different  parts  of  the  world. 


II.  The  Sacraments  of  Baptism  and  the  Eucharist 

(a)  Baptism 

We  commend  to  the  churches  the  report  of  the  Theological  Commission  on 
Christ  and  the  Church  on  “The  Meaning  of  Baptism”  (published  in  One  Lord , 
One  Baptism , SCM  Press  & Augsburg  Publishing  House,  1960),  which  has  been 
a fruitful  example  of  the  approach  to  the  subject  from  the  centre  rather  than  from 
the  circumference,  from  the  work  of  Christ  rather  than  from  the  variety  of  church 
practice.  We  make  the  following  reservations  and  comments : 

1.  The  literature  mentioned  on  p.  46  could  be  supplemented. 

2.  What  is  said  about  the  essential  relationship  of  the  baptism  of  Jesus  in  the 
Jordan  and  Christian  baptism  is  still  a lively  issue  in  current  New  Testa- 
ment scholarship. 

3.  Baptism  is  intimately  connected  with  the  renunciation  of  evil,  the  forgive- 
ness of  sins  and  allegiance  to  Christ. 

4.  The  Christian  life  into  which  baptism  leads  is  a continual  struggle  in  which 
victory  over  evil  is  won  in  the  power  of  the  Holy  Spirit. 

5.  As  the  report  rightly  stresses,  baptism  is  not  to  be  viewed  as  an  isolated 
sacramental  act,  but  in  terms  of  God’s  saving  action  in  Christ  through 
the  Spirit ; but  we  must  remember,  that  we  are  not  saved  by  a particular 
view  of  “salvation-history,”  but  by  the  Triune  God  himself,  who  through 
the  words  and  actions  of  men  in  the  Church  acts  upon  the  individual  in 
baptism.  Baptism  is  not  merely  related  to  the  saving  acts  of  God.  In  it 
God  acts  by  his  Word  through  his  Spirit  for  our  salvation.  Thus  it  is  not 
merely  a “call  to  service”  ; it  enables  us  to  serve. 

6.  The  controversial  issues  between  those  who  practise  only  “believer^ 
baptism”  and  those  who  practise  also  “infant-baptism”  though  somewhat 
illuminated  by  the  report,  are  not  resolved  by  the  use  of  the  phrase  “the 
unity  of  baptism,”  and  they  need  further  study,  together  with  the  related 
problems  of  “re-baptism”  and  of  confirmation. 

7.  All  formulations  of  the  theology  of  baptism  remain  human  attempts  to 
grasp  conceptually  what  is  ultimately  the  great  mystery  of  God’s  grace. 

(b)  The  Eucharist 

1 . We  recommend  to  the  churches  for  study  and  discussion  the  report  of  the 
Theological  Commission  on  Worship  in  its  relation  to  the  Eucharist,  especially 
pp.  11-16  (. Faith  and  Order  Findings , Part  III,  SCM  Press  & Augsburg  Publishing 
House,  1963). 
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2.  We  recommend  that  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  should  institute  an 
extended  study  of  eucharistic  theology,  especially  in  view  of  recent  developments 
in  ecclesiology.  Such  a study  should  give  particular  attention  to  the  relationship 
of  eucharistic  theology,  Christian  social  doctrine  and  ethics.  Major  emphasis 
should  also  be  given  to  intercommunion.  We  believe  that  a new  area  for  explora- 
tion exists,  in  terms  of  an  historical  investigation  and  theological  evaluation  of 
the  progressive  breaks  of  Intercommunion  within  Christendom.  Special  attention 
should  be  given  to  the  relation  of  intercommunion  to  schism.  Such  an  extended 
study  of  eucharistic  theology  should  include  the  collection  of  facts  concerning 
historic  and  current  eucharistic  practice,  with  special  reference  to  what  is  deemed 
essential  in  each  tradition,  and  to  the  light  recently  shed  on  old  controversies  over 
“real  presence,”  the  pronouncements  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  notions  of  euchar- 
istic sacrifice,  and  the  like.  Certain  contemporary  documents  should  be  taken 
into  account,  such  as  the  Arnoldshain  theses  and  the  commentaries  on  them,  the 
relevant  parts  of  the  Oberlin  Report,  and  the  report  of  the  Canadian  Council  of 
Churches’  Study  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  on  “Sacrifice  and  Priesthood.” 
We  hope  that  such  an  extended  study  of  eucharistic  theology  may  lead  to  new 
insights  and  solutions  related  to  these  problems. 


COMMUNION  SERVICES  AT  ECUMENICAL  GATHERINGS 

(129)  As  already  noted  on  p.  6,  the  Conference  was  under  an  obligation  to 
send  the  Central  Committee  of  the  WCC  some  observations  on  this  subject,  and, 
if  possible,  certain  recommendations  which  would  advance  beyond  the  point 
reached  by  the  Lund  Conference  of  1952.  The  document  which  follows  was 
originally  prepared  by  the  sub-section  entitled  “Full  Communion,  Open  Com- 
munion, Intercommunion”  ; was  then  discussed  and  approved  by  Section  IV  as 
a whole ; was  then  discussed  and  approved  by  the  Conference  as  a whole  (a 
motion  to  delete  Recommendation  3 being  defeated  by  118  votes  to  51) ; and  was 
finally  discussed,  slightly  amended  and  approved  by  the  Central  Committee  of 
the  WCC,  meeting  at  Rochester,  New  York,  USA,  in  August  1963. 

(130)  To  avoid  confusion  it  has  been  thought  better  to  print  only  the  final 
version  as  approved  by  the  Rochester  meeting,  since  it  is  in  this  standard  form 
that  it  will  reach  the  churches. 

(131  and  132)  Resolution  : 

“The  Central  Committee,  having  received  and  noted  the  introduction  and 
recommendations  concerning  Holy  Communion  at  Ecumenical  Gatherings  sent 
to  it  by  the  Fourth  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  at  Montreal,  adopts 
the  recommendations  embodied  in  the  following  document  and  transmits  the 
document  as  a whole  to  the  member  churches.” 

(133)  The  Fourth  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  noted  the  view  of 
the  New  Delhi  Assembly  that  a reconsideration  is  needed  of  the  Lund  recommen- 
dations regarding  “Communion  Services  at  Ecumenical  Gatherings”  and  agreed 
that  this  is  demanded  by  the  developments  which  have  taken  place  since  1952 
and  the  present  situation  within  the  World  Council  of  Churches  and  the  ecumen- 
ical movement  in  general. 
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(1 34)  There  is  deepened  and  deepening  experience  of  unity  among  the  churches 
committed  to  one  another  in  the  WCC.  Indeed  we  believe  that  the  reality, 
significance  and  implications  of  our  Koinonia  within  councils  of  churches  in 
general  and  the  WCC  in  particular  call  urgently  for  further  study.  But  it  should  be 
noted  that,  on  the  one  hand,  there  has  been  an  increase  in  the  number  of  member 
churches  which  have  difficulty  in  accepting  intercommunion  between  separated 
churches  as  a satisfactory  concept  or  procedure,  while  on  the  other  hand  there 
has  appeared  in  certain  quarters,  and  particularly  among  youth,  though  by  no 
means  confined  to  them,  a growing  impatience  with  certain  of  the  traditional 
attitudes  and  hesitations  on  this  matter.  It  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  many 
churches  do  not  yet  appear  to  have  responded  to  the  request  from  Lund  that  they 
give  attention  to  differences  of  eucharistic  theology  and  practice,  and  to  the  new 
problems  in  this  field  arising  from  association  in  the  World  Council  of  Churches. 
Churches  owe  it  to  themselves  to  relate  their  theologies  and  their  disciplines  to 
the  current  situation. 

(135)  Any  substantial  change  from  the  intention  behind  the  Lund  recommen- 
dations would,  we  believe,  be  widely  regarded  as  an  ecumenical  disaster  with 
widespread  and  unfortunate  consequences.  It  would  be  a betrayal  of  the  deepening 
conviction  of  many  in  the  WCC,  and  in  national  and  local  situations,  that  “table 
fellowship”  is  demanded  by  “Christian  fellowship.”  Moreover,  whatever  view 
is  taken  of  intercommunion  in  general,  the  question  arises  whether  ecumenical 
gatherings  do  not  constitute  a special  case.  In  such  gatherings  we  have  to  find  that 
arrangement  of  communion  services  which,  while  respecting  the  teaching  of  the 
churches  and  individual  consciences,  gives  the  fullest  possible  expression  to  the 
oneness  of  the  Church  of  Christ  which  we  all  confess. 

(136)  Each  generation  must  inform  itself  about  the  differences  there  are  in 
eucharistic  theology  and  practice  and  of  the  changes  that  are  taking  place.  The 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  might  well  in  the  years  ahead  devote  to  the  sacra- 
ment of  Holy  Communion  the  attention  recently  devoted  to  baptism.  Such  atten- 
tion would  require  documentation  of  the  eucharistic  teaching  and  practice, 
including  the  liturgy,  of  the  individual  churches  and  would  include  careful  study 
of  recent  suggestions  for  concelebration  and  an  Agape-meal.  We  do  not  feel 
ready  to  express  an  opinion  for  or  against  either  of  these  L 

(137)  The  Report  of  the  Commission  on  Intercommunion  presented  to  the 
Lund  Conference  and  commended  by  it  to  the  churches  for  their  study  sets  forth 
clearly  the  diversity  of  sacramental  doctrine  which  prevents  all  the  churches  from 
favouring  intercommunion.  We  believe  that  this  report  and  the  section  on  Inter- 
communion in  the  report  of  the  Lund  Conference  are  still  worthy  of  attention. 
The  continuing  diversity  of  views  was  again  stated  in  the  report  of  the  Section 
on  Unity  of  the  New  Delhi  Assembly. 

(138)  Some  Christians  believe  that  the  degree  of  ecclesial  communion  which 
we  have  in  the  body  of  Christ,  through  baptism  and  through  our  fundamental 
faith,  although  we  are  still  divided  on  some  points,  urges  us  to  celebrate  Holy 
Communion  together  and  to  promote  intercommunion  between  the  churches. 


1 To  assist  the  study  by  the  churches  of  the  issues  involved,  they  commend  the  paper 
on  Intercommunion  by  Frdre  Max  Thurian,  and  the  questions  addressed  to  the  churches 
by  the  consultation  held  at  Bossey  in  March  1961  ( Ecumenical  Review,  vol.  XIII,  no.  3, 
April  1961). 
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It  is  Christ,  present  in  the  Eucharist,  who  invites  all  Christians  to  his  table  : this 
direct  invitation  of  Christ  cannot  be  thwarted  by  ecclesiastical  discipline.  In  the 
communion  at  the  same  holy  table,  divided  Christians  are  committed  in  a decisive 
way  to  make  manifest  their  total,  visible  and  organic  unity. 

(139)  Some  Christians  believe  that  eucharistic  communion,  being  an  expres- 
sion of  acceptance  of  the  whole  Christ,  implies  full  unity  in  the  wholeness  of  his 
truth ; that  there  cannot  be  any  “intercommunion”  between  otherwise  separated 
Christians  ; that  communion  in  the  sacraments  therefore  implies  a pattern  of 
doctrine  and  ministry,  which  is  indivisible ; and  that  “intercommunion”  cannot 
presume  upon  the  union  in  faith  that  we  still  seek. 

(140)  Between  these  two  views  of  Holy  Communion  there  are  others,  some 
approximating  to  one  side,  some  to  the  other.  But  the  sharp  difference  of  convic- 
tion, indicating  two  poles  within  the  Council’s  membership,  must  be  recognized. 
However,  as  was  said  at  the  New  Delhi  Assembly,  “for  neither  view  can  there 
be  any  final  peace  so  long  as  others  who  are  known  to  be  in  Christ  are  not  with 
us  at  the  Holy  Communion.” 

(141)  Accordingly  the  Central  Committee  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches 
agrees  that  the  following  procedures,  subject  to  regular  review,  be  applied  to 
the  Assembly  and  to  other  WCC  gatherings  where  it  seems  appropriate,  and  that 
it  be  recommended  to  the  churches  for  their  use  as  they  may  see  fit.  In  doing 
so  the  Central  Committee  wishes  to  encourage  the  churches,  when  sending  dele- 
gates to  conferences,  to  inform  them  of  these  recommendations,  and  urge  their 
delegates’  co-operation  where  church  discipline  and  individual  conscience  allow. 
It  is  assumed  throughout  that  the  responsibility  for  arranging  the  celebration  of 
the  Sacrament  rests  with  the  churches  represented  at  such  a conference  and  not 
with  the  WCC  itself. 

(142)  It  is  recommended  that : 

(a)  It  be  made  clear  in  the  printed  programme  that  there  are  at  present 
within  the  fellowship  of  the  WCC  unresolved  differences  of  eucharistic 
theology  and  practice. 

(b)  Arrangements  be  made  within  the  programme  of  the  conference  for  a 
Communion  service  to  be  held  at  which  an  invitation  to  participate  and 
partake  is  given  to  members  of  other  churches.  Such  a service  should  if 
possible  be  at  the  invitation  of  one  of  the  local  churches  (agreed  upon 
after  consultation  with  such  of  the  locally  represented  churches  as  are  in 
membership  with  the  WCC),  or  at  the  joint  invitation  of  a number  of 
such  churches. 

(c)  Arrangements  be  made  within  the  programme  of  the  conference  for  one 
service  of  Holy  Communion  according  to  the  liturgy  of  a church  which 
cannot  conscientiously  offer  an  invitation  to  members  of  all  other  chur- 
ches to  partake  of  the  elements.  Such  a service  should  be  accompanied 
by  an  invitation  to  all  the  members  to  be  present. 

(d)  There  be  in  the  programme  a united  service  of  preparation  for  Holy 
Communion  at  which  emphasis  shall  be  laid  on  (a)  the  divine  mystery 
of  salvation  which  the  Lord’s  Supper  proclaims,  (b)  our  need  for  Christ 
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and  his  forgiveness,  (c)  sorrow  for  the  divisions  of  Christendom  and  for 
their  continuance,  (d)  the  unity  in  Christ  given  and  experienced  within 
the  World  Council  of  Churches,  and  (e)  our  responsibility  to  pray  and 
work  for  a fuller  manifestation  of  this  unity. 

(e)  There  be  an  opportunity  outside  the  conference  programme  for  Com- 
munion services  at  such  times  as  make  it  possible  for  every  member  of 
the  conference  to  receive  communion  without  violation  of  conscience  or 
disloyalty  to  church  tradition. 

(f)  It  be  recognized  as  fitting  that  arrangements  be  made  for  those  whose 
normal  practice  is  that  of  frequent  or  daily  participation  in  Holy  Com- 
munion. Such  individuals  should  be  invited  to  give  special  consideration 
to  the  attitude  they  should  take  to  the  service  proposed  in  paragraph  ( b ), 
particularly  when  this  is  held  on  a Sunday. 

(g)  Where  a conference  is  held  in  a place  where  there  is  only  one  member 
church  and  this  church  is  unable  to  issue  an  open  invitation,  but  is  willing 
to  arrange  a celebration  of  the  liturgy  at  which  the  members  of  the  confer- 
ence are  invited  to  be  present,  such  a liturgy  be  held  on  the  first  Sunday  of 
the  conference ; but  the  conference  authorities  be  empowered  to  make 
place  in  the  programme  for  a service  at  which  an  invitation  to  participate 
and  partake  is  given  in  accordance  with  paragraphs  (b)  and  (h). 

(h)  Should  an  Assembly  or  other  WCC  gathering  be  held  in  a place  where  no 
member  church  is  represented  locally,  it  should  be  regarded  as  appropriate 
that  those  responsible  for  the  programme,  after  careful  consultation  with 
the  churches  sending  delegates,  invite  one  or  more  of  these  churches  to 
make  arrangements  for  services  of  Holy  Communion  in  accordance  with 
paragraphs  (b)  and  (c). 


Section  V : ALL  IN  EACH  PLACE  : THE  PROCESS  OF  GROWING 
TOGETHER 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1 . We  commend  the  work  so  far  achieved  by  the  Study  Commission  on  Institu- 
tionalism and  commend  its  report  Institutionalism  {Faith  and  Order  Findings , 
Part  I,  SCM  Press  & Augsburg  Publishing  House)  and  the  symposium  Institu- 
tionalism and  Church  Unity  (Association  Press  & SCM  Press),  to  the  churches 
and  denominational  and  ecumenical  agencies  for  careful  study. 

We  further  recommend  that  the  work  of  the  Study  Commission  be  continued 
and  augmented  in  the  following  ways  : 

(a)  by  expanding  the  membership  to  include  insights  of  psychology, 
economics,  political  and  administrative  sciences,  and  cognate  disciplines 
as  they  illumine  the  issue  of  Christian  unity ; 

(b)  by  adding  qualified  persons  from  areas  where  institutions  (of  the 
churches)  are  still  in  a flexible  state  (e.g.  the  so-called  “younger  churches” 
area)  and  where  institutions  have  been  firmly  established  for  many  centuries 
(e.g.  areas  of  the  “ancient  churches”) ; 
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( c)  by  dealing  with  such  additional  factors  as  may  appropriately  enter 
the  range  of  the  study,  e.g.  loci  of  power  and  their  relations  to  finances  and 
public  relations  ; charisma  of  the  institutional  leadership  ; ethos  and  ethics 
of  church  politics  ; institutional  images  and  myths  of  the  Church  ; critical 
appraisal  of  the  effects  of  resolutions  and  pronouncements  on  public 
issues  ; and  use  of  committees  as  a device  for  avoiding  responsibility. 

We  urge  the  Commission  to  encourage  interested  scholars  to  engage  in  all 
the  “research  problems  and  case  studies”  listed  in  Part  VII  of  the  report 
( Faith  and  Order  Findings , Part  I,  p.  29),  with  the  hope  that  through  the  work 
of  the  Commission  increasingly  precise  ecumenical  strategies  for  Christian 
unity  may  be  developed. 

2.  That  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  institute  a special  study  commission 
including  social  and  behavioural  scientists  as  well  as  theologians  to  engage  in 
a depth  study  of  the  relation  of  the  structures  and  dynamics  of  contemporary 
society  to  the  problems  of  church  unity.  Both  to  understand  human  society 
itself  and  its  impact  upon  the  Church,  technical  competence  in  social  and 
behavioural  sciences  is  indispensable.  The  central  concern  of  Faith  and  Order 
cannot  be  adequately  dealt  with  apart  from  continuing  dialogue  and  collabora- 
tion of  theologians  with  social  and  behavioural  scientists. 

3.  That  the  Conference  request  the  Division  of  Studies  to  encourage  a study 
and  theological  evaluation  of  the  teachings  of  the  churches  on  race  relations. 

4.  That  the  Commission  undertake  a study  of  the  Christian  understanding  of  the 
proper  relationship  of  “Creation  and  the  Church.”  Our  discussions  of  place, 
locality,  neighbourhood,  and  the  study  of  social  and  cultural  factors  in  relation 
to  unity  and  disunity,  have  amply  demonstrated  that  these  issues  require  a 
more  adequate  understanding  of  God’s  creative  activity  in  the  world. 

5.  That  the  Commission  undertake  a study  of  the  legislative  rules  and  procedures, 
and  areas  of  jurisdiction,  of  the  various  denominations  as  they  affect  inter- 
church relationships  ; and  that  it  encourage  the  member  churches  of  the  WCC 
to  bring  their  legislation  in  matters  of  corporate  discipline  and  polity  into 
conformity  with  the  requirements  of  the  evolving  ecumenical  situation. 

6.  That  the  Commission,  in  co-operation  with  some  other  WCC  agency,  under- 
take a study  of  the  ecumenical  education  of  both  ministers  and  congregations, 
with  a view  to  creating  more  favourable  conditions  for  ecumenical  growth  at 
the  local  level.  It  would  include  an  exploration  of  the  possibilities  (a)  of 
developing  more  united  approaches  in  religious  education,  e.g.  in  day  schools, 
in  instruction  for  church  membership,  in  training  of  members  in  Christian 
faith  and  service;  and  (b)  of  introducing  ecumenical  perspectives  in  the 
training  of  ministerial  candidates. 

7.  That  the  Commission  study  the  rise  and  growth  in  recent  years  of  many 
religious  groups,  local  and  international,  some  of  them  of  a charismatic  type, 
and  that  this  study  be  undertaken  with  members  of  such  groups  insofar  as 
possible.  The  rapid  rise  of  these  groups  needs  to  be  appreciatively  understood 
and  interpreted  in  theological  and  sociological  terms  for  the  sake  of  the 
welfare  and  unity  of  the  whole  people  of  God. 
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STAFF  REPORT  TO  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 

July  1963 


It  is  a worthy  custom  that  for  each  triennial  meeting  of  the  Commission  the 
secretariat  should  review  the  work  of  the  department.  This  is  all  the  more  desirable 
on  this  occasion  because  since  the  previous  meeting  in  1960,  the  entire  staff  is  new 
and  most  members  of  the  Commission  are  also  new.  Such  a summary  is,  however, 
more  difficult  because  this  session  is  so  brief,  because  the  scope  of  activity  is  so 
great,  and  because  so  much  of  the  work  has  been  concentrated  on  preparing 
for  the  World  Conference  itself.  In  one  respect  the  Conference  itself  constitutes 
the  most  substantial  segment  of  the  report.  Nevertheless  a review  of  the  preceding 
triennium  is  desirable  for  your  information,  for  the  permanent  record,  and  as 
background  to  the  decisions  which  must  be  taken  at  this  brief  session.  This  review 
will  be  as  brief  as  we  can  make  it,  even  though  many  items  will  be  dismissed  too 
hastily. 

I.  The  Membership  of  the  Commission 

The  present  members  were  appointed  by  the  Third  Assembly  of  the  WCC  in 
1961  for  a term  which  ends  at  the  next  Assembly.  In  its  action  at  New  Delhi 
the  Assembly  approved  the  recommendation  that  the  Commission  be  enlarged 
from  100  to  120  and  that  the  full  number  be  elected  by  the  Assembly.  In  its  1961 
meeting  the  Working  Committee  had  decided  “to  revise  the  membership  thor- 
oughly,” to  enlist  a larger  representation  from  Latin  America,  Asia  and  Africa, 
and  to  make  room  for  new  churches,  both  members  and  non-members  of  the 
WCC.  To  make  such  space  possible,  attention  was  called  to  the  fact  that  when 
a member  resigns,  “his  church  has  no  automatic  right  to  nominate  a replace- 
ment.” The  Committee  recognized  both  the  desirability  and  the  constitutional 
obligation  to  seek  “adequate  geographical  and  confessional  representation.” 
What  progress  has  been  made  in  attaining  these  objectives  ? 

A “thorough  revision”  was  made  possible  by  rather  extensive  deletions.  Fewer 
than  half  of  the  men  on  the  1960  roster  were  continued,  although  no  Church  and 
no  country  lost  more  than  one  place.  At  present  the  Commission  has  115  mem- 
bers, of  whom  more  than  80%  are  registered  for  this  conference,  a notable  sign 
of  their  interest  and  activity.  The  Commission  now  includes  representatives 
from  41  countries,  as  compared  with  31  countries  before  New  Delhi.  The  Com- 
mission has  representatives  from  some  78  churches,  at  least  a score  of  which  are 
represented  for  the  first  time.  Of  the  countries  newly  represented,  6 are  African, 
2 Asian,  3 Latin  American  and  3 eastern  European.  Nominations  will  be  made 
at  this  session  to  fill  the  vacancies.  Should  these  nominations  be  approved,  four 
new  churches  and  three  new  countries  will  be  added  to  the  figures  just  quoted. 
The  balance  among  confessional  families  remains  much  the  same.  Each  family 
has  received  a modest  increase.  Percentage- wise,  the  largest  increases  come  from 
the  Orthodox,  Reformed  and  Lutheran  families,  a fact  which  is  due  to  recent 
accessions  to  the  WCC  from  these  families.  We  believe  therefore  that  the  Com- 
mission has  grown  in  size,  in  strength,  in  diversity  and  in  representative  character, 
factors  which  should  enhance  its  readiness  for  future  work. 

According  to  the  constitution,  this  Commission  has  the  task  of  electing  the 
chairman  of  the  Working  Committee  and  of  nominating  to  the  WCC  Central 
Committee  22  members  of  the  Working  Committee.  Recommendations  have  been 
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prepared  for  such  action.  These  recommendations  express  the  desirability  of 
keeping  changes  to  the  minimum,  for  these  reasons  : the  present  Working  Com- 
mittee has  held  only  a single  meeting  since  its  appointment  at  New  Delhi ; the 
1964  session  of  the  Commission  will  provide  a better  occasion  for  revision  ; and, 
more  important  still,  the  present  membership  has  proved  its  worth. 

It  remains  to  record  with  sorrow  the  death  of  Canon  R.  R.  Hartford  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  long  a faithful  member  of  the  Commission  and  the  Working 
Committee. 


II.  The  Work  of  the  Theological  Commissions 

During  the  period  from  Lund  to  Montreal  much  of  our  work  has  been  centred 
in  the  studies  of  the  four  theological  commissions,  which  have  normally  met 
annually  in  eight  different  sections.  The  Constitution  assigns  them  the  task  of 
preparing  reports  which  will  serve  as  the  basis  for  discussion  in  the  Commission, 
at  the  Assemblies,  or  at  conferences  of  Faith  and  Order.  These  Commissions 
have  now  fulfilled  this  task,  having  held  their  last  meetings  and  published  their 
reports.  Their  work  has  provided  a basis  for  discussion  at  every  meeting  of  the 
Commission  (Evanston,  New  Haven,  St.  Andrews).  The  minutes  for  every  annual 
meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  reflect  the  stages  in  the  progress  of  their 
work.  They  have  contributed  notably  to  the  proceedings  at  two  Assemblies 
(Evanston,  New  Delhi)  and  to  several  regional  and  national  conferences  on  Faith 
and  Order  (e.g.  Oberlin  1957).  National  study  commissions  and  consultations 
have  extended  their  concerns  far  and  wide  (e.g.  the  Asian  studies  of  worship  in 
Japan,  India,  the  Philippines).  Members  of  the  Commissions  have  published 
dozens  of  essays  and  not  a few  books  (it  would  be  invidious  to  select  samples). 
The  interim  reports  of  three  Commissions  stimulated  extensive  interest  ( One  Lord , 
One  Baptism  ; The  Old  and  the  New  in  the  Church ) . The  relevance  of  the  themes 
under  review  has  been  indicated  by  developments  in  the  Orthodox  world  and  by 
the  proceedings  of  the  Second  Vatican  Council.  Members  of  the  theological 
commissions  have  played  a considerable  role  in  these  developments.  We  should 
therefore  not  measure  the  results  of  the  Commission  programme  only  by  the 
contents  of  the  final  reports,  although  the  value  of  these  reports  is  not  to  be 
underestimated. 

These  commissions  now  present  to  their  parent  Commission  the  fruits  of  their 
labour  in  the  alphabetical  terminology  which  has  become  the  typists’  nightmare  : 
TCCC,  TCTT,  TCW,  SCI.  They  now  become  an  essential  part  of  the  grist  for  the 
mills  of  the  Fourth  World  Conference.  To  facilititate  use  by  the  Conference 
they  have  appeared  first  in  separate  paper-back  editions.  They  are  also  available 
in  a single  cloth  edition  under  the  title  Faith  and  Order  Findings  (SCM  and  Augs- 
burg Press).  Undoubtedly  we  will  hear  much  of  them  during  the  days  ahead. 
Whatever  the  outcome  of  these  discussions,  the  Commission  owes  a very  heavy 
debt  of  gratitude  to  the  officers  and  members  of  these  commissions. 

The  commissions  have  also  produced  five  volumes  of  collected  essays.  Earliest 
to  appear  was  the  volume  Institutionalism  and  Church  Unity  (Associated  Press, 
SCM).  A collection  of  essays  in  German  by  the  European  section  of  the  Com- 
mission on  Tradition  and  Traditions  will  be  produced  by  EVZ  Verlag.  A similar 
collection  by  the  European  section  of  the  Commission  on  Worship  has  been 
published  by  the  Studia  Liturgica  Press,  with  the  title  “Worship  and  the  Acts 
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of  God.”  Oxford  University  Press  will  publish  in  November  the  symposium  by 
the  American  section  of  TCW.  Finally,  the  symposium  of  the  American  section 
of  TCTT  should  appear  during  the  ensuing  year.  Altogether,  then,  the  published 
results  of  the  decade’s  work  by  the  Commissions  is  quite  impressive,  and  the 
Commissions  can  “retire”  with  the  sense  of  having  presented  the  results  of  their 
deliberations  to  the  wider  audience.  The  secretariat  urges  that  wherever  possible 
the  report  of  a Commission  should  be  read  in  conjunction  with  its  symposium, 
so  that  its  work  may  be  assessed  as  a whole. 


III.  Publications 

We  turn  now  to  other  publications  directly  sponsored  by  the  department. 
For  1963,  we  prepared  a series  of  Bible  studies  called  He  is  Our  Peace  for  use  in 
local  groups  in  connection  with  the  Week  of  Prayer  and  the  World  Conference. 
The  booklet  has  appeared  in  four  languages  with  a total  of  more  than  12,000 
copies.  The  use  has  been  sufficient  to  cover  the  cost  of  publication  and  to  encour- 
age similar  ventures  in  later  years. 

The  observance  of  the  Week  of  Prayer  continues  to  grow  at  a phenomenal 
rate.  The  leaflet  for  1964  on  the  theme  “The  Great  Shepherd  of  the  Sheep”  has 
been  written  in  collaboration  with  Abbe  Michalon  and  is  now  being  translated 
into  many  languages.  The  title  suggested  for  1965  is  “Christ  and  His  People.” 
Another  series  of  Bible  Studies  may  be  written  for  use  during  that  year.  With 
growing  observance  of  this  week,  along  with  the  possible  addition  of  responsibility 
for  World  Communion  Sunday  (cf.  Paris  minutes),  there  is  a corresponding  call 
for  greater  attention  and  time  from  the  staff. 

The  Interseminary  Movement  in  the  USA,  having  noted  the  need  for  a brief 
and  elementary  history  of  Faith  and  Order,  secured  the  help  of  Drs.  Skoglund 
and  Nelson,  who  together  have  written  Fifty  Years  of  Faith  and  Order , which  is 
now  available  at  a low  price. 

Let  me  place  special  stress  on  the  next  item,  because  it  fulfils  a long-standing 
desire  of  the  Commission  and  should  prove  to  be  a valuable  reference  tool  for 
many  years.  This  volume  is  entitled  : A Documentary  History  of  the  Faith  and 
Order  Movement , 1927-1963.  This  history  contains  the  major  documents,  either 
whole  or  in  long  excerpts,  of  the  first  three  world  conferences,  the  major  findings  on 
Faith  and  Order  issues  at  the  three  WCC  assemblies,  and  other  strategic  materials. 
The  volume  has  been  planned,  edited  and  cross-indexed  by  the  Research  Secretary 
as  a response  to  requests  frequently  made  by  the  members  of  the  Commission. 
It  should  enable  any  person,  even  under  the  pressures  of  a World  Conference,  to 
locate  quickly  the  earlier  treatments  of  any  major  issue.  Bethany  Press  in  St.  Louis 
has  made  heroic  efforts  to  have  copies  available  at  this  time,  but  necessary  changes 
in  proofs  have  failed  those  efforts.  The  page  proof,  however,  is  here  and  orders 
may  be  placed  for  delivery  within  a month.  If  such  an  appeal  is  in  order,  the 
staff  urges  each  one  of  you  to  subscribe  for  one  or  more  copies  at  the  low  price 
of  $2.00. 

At  this  point  we  salute  the  work  of  our  two  archivists.  Dr.  A.  T.  DeGroot 
has  completed  his  publication  of  a check-list  of  Faith  and  Order  papers  and 
records,  revising  Series  I and  bringing  Series  II  up  to  1962.  He  has  also  provided 
a microfilm  of  the  official  papers  and  presented  copies  of  all  these  bibliographical 
tools  to  the  WCC  library.  Dr.  Floyd  Tomkins  has  finished  his  work  on  the 
letters  of  Robert  H.  Gardiner,  which  are  now  also  available  in  microfilm. 
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Dr.  Tomkins’  presence  as  an  adviser  at  Montreal  gives  us  an  opportunity  to 
thank  him  in  person  for  faithful  service,  which  has  included  attendance  at  all  four 
world  conferences,  a distinction  which  he  shares  with  Professor  Alivisatos  and 
Bishop  Nygren. 

Plans  are  fully  made  for  the  publication  of  the  official  report  of  the  Fourth 
World  Conference  in  three  languages  soon  after  adjournment.  In  English  there 
will  be  a chapter  of  comment  and  interpretation  by  D.  M.  Paton,  the  volume 
being  published  by  the  Association  and  SCM  Presses.  In  French,  Delachaux  and 
Niestle  have  shown  an  interest  in  publication,  with  an  introduction  to  be  written 
by  R.  Mehl.  The  German  edition  will  be  published  by  EVZ  Press  with  the  inter- 
pretative chapter  written  by  Dr.  F.  Schlingensiepen.  At  the  Conference  itself, 
Miss  Frances  Maeda  will  collect  and  organize  the  statements  from  Section  and 
Plenary  meetings. 


IV.  Preparations  for  the  Conference 

Although,  as  has  been  said,  the  agenda  and  the  documentation  for  the  Confer- 
ence constitutes  the  basic  report,  there  are  three  types  of  preparation,  all  notable 
and  productive,  to  which  attention  should  be  drawn. 

(a)  Contributions  of  WCC  departments 

In  its  initial  plans  for  the  Conference,  this  Commission  at  St.  Andrews  strongly 
urged  that  Faith  and  Order  should  respond  actively  to  requests  for  co-operation 
from  other  departments  of  the  WCC  and  should  make  maximum  use  of  the  work- 
in-progress  of  those  departments.  This  has  been  done.  In  fact,  it  can  be  said  that 
never  before  in  World  Council  history  have  so  many  departments  been  so  directly 
involved  in  the  work  of  a single  department.  The  Laity  Department  has  prepared 
a major  document  (Bulletin  15)  on  the  ministry  of  Christ  and  his  Church  which 
will  receive  sustained  attention  at  Montreal.  The  Department  of  Co-operation  of 
Men  and  Women  has  drawn  up  a memorandum  of  present  dilemmas  and  decisions 
facing  the  churches  in  the  matter  of  the  ordination  of  women.  In  its  dealing  with 
the  ministry,  the  Conference  also  has  available  studies  developed  in  the  Division 
of  World  Mission  and  Evangelism  on  new  patterns  of  the  ministry,  including 
the  pamphlet  A Tent-Making  Ministry. 

The  Youth  Department  has  actively  co-operated  by  preparing  two  items  : 
first,  as  a contribution  to  the  discussion  of  traditions,  the  department  has  drawn 
up  a memorandum  on  ecumenical  catechisms.  Second,  it  has  edited  a series  of 
provocative  essays  on  the  newer  perspectives  within  which  the  discussion  of 
Intercommunion  should  be  set.  These  appear  in  the  Bulletin  which  forms  part  of 
the  reading  for  Section  IV  of  the  Conference.  For  its  part,  the  Ecumenical  Institute 
chose  one  of  the  Montreal  themes  (Worship)  as  a central  concern  in  its  latest 
Graduate  School  curriculum,  and  the  staff  have  taken  an  active  part  in  the  two 
Faith  and  Order  meetings  held  at  Bossey  this  year. 

So,  too,  has  there  been  a fruitful  conflation  of  interests  between  Faith  and 
Order’s  examination  of  the  practice  of  catholicity  by  local  congregations  and  the 
studies  in  the  structure  of  the  congregation  by  the  Department  on  Studies  on 
Evangelism,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  studies  of  the  Secretariat  on  Racial  and 
Ethnic  Relations,  on  the  other.  Into  the  Montreal  discussions  will  be  drawn 
also  the  results  of  the  situation  conferences  in  Asia  as  reported  through  the  Divi- 
sion of  World  Mission.  In  short,  almost  every  department  in  DS,  DEA,  and 
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DWME  has  been  engaged  in  collaboration  with  Faith  and  Order,  and  to  them  an 
a word  of  thanks  is  due.  By  such  a process,  definite  progress  has  been  made 
toward  one  of  the  objectives  outlined  in  the  famous  report  on  the  future  of  Faith 
and  Order.  In  recording  this  progress,  we  must,  however,  indicate  that  for  each 
step  in  closer  co-operation  with  other  Departments  considerable  time  and  energy 
is  required,  so  that  the  resources  in  personnel  and  budget  become  increasingly 
absorbed. 

(b)  Regional  Studies 

An  accounting  should  also  be  given  regarding  the  mandate  to  explore  new 
methods  of  study,  to  “foster  pilot  experiments  in  local  groups,”  to  “make  use  of 
regional  consultations,”  and  to  engage  in  preparatory  work  “as  many  Christians 
and  churches  in  as  many  countries  as  possible.”  (All  these  phrases  are  from  the 
St.  Andrews  minutes,  pp.  115,  121.)  We  must  recognize,  of  course,  that  the 
more  success  attends  such  methods,  the  less  exact  can  be  an  accounting.  It 
cannot  be  said  that  the  major  objective  has  been  attained,  but  it  should  be  said 
that  progress  has  been  made,  and  greater  progress  in  some  regions  than  in  others. 
We  have  received  almost  no  tangible  indications  of  regional  work  in  Latin 
America  or  Africa,  apart  from  useful  memoranda  submitted  by  Senor  E.  Chavez 
Campos  of  Chile  and  Professor  J.  A.  van  Wyk  of  South  Africa.  In  the  Near  East, 
Faith  and  Order  conversations  have,  to  our  knowledge,  been  limited  to  work 
carried  on  by  the  Near  East  Christian  Council. 

From  Asia  the  tally  is  longer.  Useful  contributions  have  been  received  from 
study  groups  in  Tokyo,  Kyoto,  Taiwan,  Bombay,  Bangalore  and  Manila.  In 
each  of  these  places  the  groups  met  regularly,  worked  consistently,  and  made 
gains  far  greater  than  could  be  readily  reflected  in  formal  reports.  In  some  cases 
the  local  response  has  been  so  enthusiastic  that  the  studies  will  be  continued  on 
local  initiative.  There  have  been  other  groups  (e.g.  in  Ceylon)  whose  work  has 
been  productive  without  yielding  an  official  document  for  the  Geneva  office.  In 
Australia  and  New  Zealand,  studies  supervised  by  the  National  Councils  have 
been  extensive,  although  not  designed  to  contribute  material  for  a world  confer- 
ence. The  harvest  of  Asian  studies  is  especially  relevant  to  the  work  of  Sections  II, 
III  and  V (cf.  the  work-books  in  those  sections  for  excerpts). 

The  British  Council  of  Churches  has  been  vigorously  projecting  its  own  study 
programme,  based  upon  the  New  Delhi  description  of  “All  in  each  place,”  and 
leading  to  a series  of  regional  conferences  and  a national  conference  in  1964. 
Probably  there  has  never  before  been  so  thorough  and  sustained  an  effort  to 
“saturate”  a nation  with  inter-church  discussion  of  basic  issues.  One  essay, 
prepared  by  Kenneth  Slack,  and  one  of  the  BCC  booklets  written  by  J.  G.  Davies, 
will  provide  grist  for  the  Montreal  mill.  Studies  in  the  Netherlands  have  produced 
three  reports  from  the  Reformed  Church  and  two  from  an  interdenominational 
group  especially  established  in  connection  with  Montreal.  The  Protestant  Federa- 
tion in  France  has  submitted  documents  on  two  issues,  while  in  Brussels  a company 
of  Christian  laymen,  civil  servants  connected  with  the  EEC,  has  prepared  an 
extensive  analysis  of  the  implications  of  the  Common  Market  for  the  churches. 
Faith  and  Order  has  exerted  some  influence  in  encouraging  the  Conference  of 
European  Churches  to  develop  regular  involvement  in  Faith  and  Order  issues. 
The  renewed  consultation  between  Reformed  and  Lutheran  scholars  should  also 
be  mentioned,  although  they  have  produced  no  document  for  use  at  Montreal. 
The  Arnoldshain  Theses  will,  however,  be  consulted  in  Section  IV. 
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In  the  United  States  the  studies  have  been  scattered  in  locale  and  diverse  in 
shape.  The  Faith  and  Order  Department  of  the  National  Council  has  directed 
a major  study  of  the  ecclesiological  significance  of  councils,  the  findings  of  which 
have  been  endorsed  by  the  Council.  Another  study  has  dealt  with  the  celebration 
of  the  Eucharist  at  council  meetings.  The  retiring  General  Secretary,  Roy  G.  Ross, 
has  also  prepared  an  analysis  of  ecumenicity  in  the  local  situation.  A small 
informal  group  of  the  National  Council  staff  has  prepared  a statement  on  several 
issues.  Several  state  Councils  have  conducted  successful  Faith  and  Order  confer- 
ences (e.g.  Rhode  Island,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio)  while  in  Santa  Barbara,  California, 
and  Portland,  Oregon,  the  conferences  were  inclusive  of  several  states.  Five  local 
study  groups  have  reported  directly  to  Geneva  the  results  of  their  explorations  : 
Staten  Island,  Berkeley,  Lexington,  St.  Louis  and  Portland.  A pre-Montreal 
consultation  was  held  at  Buck  Hill  Falls,  reviewing  all  this  work  and  formulating 
its  own  four-fold  report  for  Montreal  use. 

Surveying  the  whole  map,  the  least  that  can  be  said  is  that  preparations  for  the 
Fourth  World  Conference  have  engaged  more  people  in  more  places  and  at  more 
levels  of  church  life  than  any  of  the  three  earlier  conferences.  Very  little  credit  for 
this  fact  can,  however,  be  claimed  by  the  staff.  Much  regional  work  has  been, 
of  course,  initiated  from  Geneva,  but  we  have  been  able  to  give  only  a minimum 
of  help  and  practically  no  personal  supervision  to  these  groups.  Where  strong 
departments  of  Faith  and  Order  exist  in  national  or  regional  councils,  there  is 
little  need  for  us  to  help,  but  in  many  parts  of  the  world,  Faith  and  Order  work 
can  be  extended  only  by  continuous  and  resourceful  leadership  from  Geneva. 
We  have  been  thus  far  unable  to  provide  such  leadership. 

(c)  Critiques  of  Reports 

It  is  an  established  policy  of  Faith  and  Order  conferences  to  enlist  participation 
from  churches  which  do  not  belong  to  the  WCC.  Usually  this  collaboration  is 
limited  to  their  sending  of  representatives  to  a conference.  At  Montreal  at  least  21 
such  churches  will  be  represented  by  delegates,  observers,  advisers  or  guests.  In 
several  cases,  the  acceptance  of  our  invitation  has  marked  the  first  such  action 
on  the  part  of  a church.  Knowing,  however,  that  such  representatives  usually 
have  little  opportunity  to  be  heard  at  length  on  the  central  issues,  we  have  planned 
to  secure  in  advance,  both  from  Roman  Catholics  and  from  conservative  evan- 
gelicals, written  critiques  of  the  theological  commission  reports.  Here  we  have 
had  only  partial  success.  We  have  received  two  critiques  of  TCCC  from  evan- 
gelical groups  in  the  USA.  In  Europe,  as  a result  of  a week’s  consultation  between 
Roman  Catholic  and  WCC  scholars,  we  have  received  a critique  of  all  four 
reports.  Another  group  of  Roman  Catholics  in  the  United  Kingdom  has  submitted 
a critique  of  the  report  on  TCCC.  These  will  all  be  made  available  to  members 
of  the  Montreal  sections,  so  that  they  may  learn  where  the  major  points  of  con- 
sensus and  dissensus  lie. 

V.  Interconfessional  Dialogues 

It  would  be  quite  impossible  to  summarize  the  many  roles  taken  by  members 
of  the  FOC  in  interconfessional  dialogues.  Probably  more  than  half  the  members 
have  during  the  preceding  year  shared  in  at  least  one.  From  Bangalore  to  Boston 
and  from  Bossey  to  Moscow,  there  has  been  steady  expansion  in  the  number, 
frequency  and  fruitfulness  of  these  meetings.  Here  we  must  limit  our  report  to 
occasions  in  which  Faith  and  Order  has  been  officially  involved. 
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Last  August  we  sent  ten  of  our  number  to  Moscow  for  extended  discussions 
with  theologians  of  the  Russian  churches.  At  Paris  in  1962  was  held  the  first 
meeting  of  a Patristic  Study  Group  which  outlined  a programme  of  work  for  the 
next  few  years.  The  Orthodox  Consultation,  held  last  week  in  Montreal,  has  set 
in  motion  procedures  which  should  lead  to  a series  of  studies,  some  of  which 
will  perhaps  take  the  form  of  a joint  exploration  of  the  significance  of  the  Council 
of  Chalcedon.  The  meeting  of  the  Commission  next  year  should  add  to  the 
momentum  of  these  dialogues. 

In  Europe  the  Faith  and  Order  Department,  in  collaboration  with  the  LWF 
and  the  WPA,  has  revived  the  consultation  between  Lutheran  and  Reformed 
theologians,  and  plans  have  been  made  for  a series  of  such  meetings  with  official 
representatives  from  the  churches.  A similar  set  of  consultations  is  under  way 
in  North  America.  During  recent  months  the  staff  has  met  with  leaders  of  the 
European  Evangelical  Alliance. 

We  have  already  mentioned  the  Consultation  with  1 5 Roman  Catholic  scholars 
(Celigny,  Switzerland,  March  1963).  The  staff  has  been  able  to  keep  in  close 
contact  with  the  Second  Vatican  Council  through  the  presence  there  of  the 
Research  Secretary  as  one  of  the  observers.  At  least  ten  members  of  the  FOC 
have  also  been  observers.  Members  of  the  staff  have  been  involved  in  various 
ways  with  visits  to  Roman  Catholic  institutions  and  with  participation  in  formal 
and  informal  colloquia.  Collaboration  with  the  Association  Unite  Chretienne  in 
preparation  for  the  Week  of  Prayer  has  continued  to  be  of  high  mutual  benefit. 

The  above  glimpses  of  this  year’s  work  should  give  ample  indication  of  the 
potential  range  of  Faith  and  Order  work.  The  constituency  of  Faith  and  Order  — 
and  this  should  be  underscored  — includes  all  the  churches  of  Christendom. 
Although  an  agency  of  the  WCC,  its  task  is  far  from  limited  to  the  membership 
of  the  WCC.  The  Constitution  makes  specific  provision  for  the  inclusion  in  Faith 
and  Order  of  non-member  churches  and  defines  its  task  as  that  of  drawing  Chur- 
ches out  of  isolation.  This  task  is  by  no  means  finished.  In  fact,  the  events  of  the 
past  three  years  indicate  that  we  have  reached  the  point  where  the  task  can  now 
be  fully  undertaken.  The  opportunity  has  become  greater  than  ever  before,  and 
therefore,  in  a sense,  every  issue  on  the  Faith  and  Order  agenda  has  become  wider 
and  more  complex.  Almost  all  the  Orthodox  Churches  belong  now  to  the  fellow- 
ship of  the  World  Council,  thus  opening  the  door  to  extensive  dialogue  between 
the  Orthodox  Churches  and  the  churches  of  Occidental  traditions,  as  well  as  the 
ancient  Orthodox  Churches.  The  opportunities  for  conversations  with  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  are  expanding  so  rapidly  that  we  are  confronted  with  an  enor- 
mous problem  of  finding  and  formulating  the  basis  for  future  ecumenical  studies 
with  that  Church.  At  the  same  time,  the  need  becomes  more  urgent  to  establish 
closer  contacts  with  evangelical  churches  outside  the  World  Council  and  to  deal 
seriously  with  the  questions  which  they  present  to  us. 

In  the  face  of  all  these  opportunities  it  may  be  said  that  the  Faith  and  Order 
movement,  for  all  its  work  since  1927,  is  still  in  an  exploratory  stage.  It  has  yet 
to  fulfil  its  task  of  initiating  theological  conversations  among  the  churches  and 
of  defining  the  major  issues  to  be  dealt  with.  Even  those  agreements  which  have 
already  been  reached  can  no  longer  be  taken  for  granted  in  the  wider  context. 
The  new  situation  compels  us  to  examine  afresh  the  earlier  achievements  and  to 
be  alert  to  thorough  revision.  With  utmost  speed,  care  and  vigour,  a programme 
should  be  designed  to  take  advantage  of  this  situation.  When  the  programme  of 
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work  has  been  shaped,  resources  must  be  found  and  a pattern  of  organization 
devised  to  correspond  to  vast  new  opportunities.  Changes  are  required  all  along 
the  line  which  will  affect  not  only  the  staff,  but  also  the  Working  Committee,  the 
Commission,  and  all  the  theological  projects  to  be  undertaken.  The  great  danger 
now  is  doing  too  little  too  slowly. 


VI.  Aid  to  Member  Churches 

Looking  in  another  direction,  we  find  a different  type  of  demand,  this  time 
coming  from  churches  which  have  participated  in  ecumenical  discussion  for  a 
long  while.  Most  Faith  and  Order  studies  prove  to  be  too  generalized  to  suit 
their  needs.  The  work  of  the  theological  commissions  ceases  to  be  relevant  because 
basic  agreement  has  already  come  on  cardinal  issues,  and  churches  become 
impatient  with  the  process  of  covering  the  old  ground  again.  Spurred  by  ecumen- 
ical fellowship,  their  movement  toward  united  action  gains  momentum.  More 
and  more  churches  are  engaged  in  union  negotiations.  They  are  immediately 
confronted  with  very  specific  and  concrete  problems  on  which  they  desire  expert 
advice.  They  want  access  to  the  experience  and  wisdom  of  other  churches,  which 
have  wrestled  with  the  same  problems.  In  recent  years  individual  churches  have 
turned  to  Faith  and  Order  for  help  on  such  problems  and  it  is  probable  that  the 
number  of  requests  will  increase  steadily.  Faith  and  Order  has  in  a very  limited 
way  tried  to  meet  these  requests.  It  has  sought  to  keep  records  of  union  negotia- 
tions in  all  parts  of  the  world  and  to  publish  biennial  summaries  in  the  Ecumenical 
Review  and  decennial  summaries  in  book  form.  It  has  begun  in  a fragmentary 
way  to  provide  consultants,  when  requested,  to  attend  meetings  of  negotiating 
committees  (e.g.  sending  Principal  Chandran  in  1962  and  Mr.  Rodger  in  1963 
to  East  Africa).  It  has  recognized  the  need  for  thorough  comparative  appraisals 
of  schemes  and  for  a central  depository  of  records  of  all  negotiations.  But  for 
all  of  this  to  be  done  well  would  require  the  full-time  work  of  one  staff  person 
with  ample  budgetary  support.  We  are  not  able  at  present  to  make  more  than  a 
token  effort  in  recognition  of  the  need.  The  Commission  has  underestimated  the 
resources  which  are  needed  for  adequate  correspondence,  research  and  visitation 
in  this  rapidly  enlarging  area  of  work. 

One  should  not,  of  course,  think  only  of  the  work  of  negotiating  committees. 
Their  task  is  quite  impossible  apart  from  a broader  ecumenical  education  that 
reaches  the  constituent  congregations.  It  was  stressed  at  St.  Andrews  that  the 
fulfilment  of  Faith  and  Order  obligations  to  the  member  churches  requires  “direct 
contact. . . staff  visitation  and  correspondence,  . . . and  a careful  programme  for 
the  dissemination  of  published  material.”  Again  at  New  Delhi  there  was  an 
urgent  demand  for  a publications  secretary  who  would  facilitate  the  work  of 
preparing  elementary  study  materials  for  use  in  local  congregations  and  councils. 
In  this  respect  there  has  been  little  progress.  There  may  be  some  compensation 
in  the  fact  that  in  some  countries  (UK,  USA,  New  Zealand,  Germany)  national 
agencies  have  been  doing  excellent  work  in  this  respect.  But  it  must  be  said  that 
the  Geneva  staff  has  been  unable  to  cope  with  the  widespread  demand  for  the 
production  and  dissemination  of  literature  adapted  to  the  local  and  regional 
levels. 

The  need  is  so  insistent,  however,  that  it  must  not  be  neglected.  Three  sug- 
gestions for  Faith  and  Order  publications  can  be  made.  (1)  The  preparation  of 
simple  study  guides  for  use  in  local  councils  and  congregations  can  be  referred 
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in  many  cases  to  national  committees  and  agencies.  As  a step  in  this  direction 
we  have  asked  Faith  and  Order  secretaries  from  national  councils  to  sift  the 
documentation  for  the  Conference  and  to  select  items  which  would  be  most  useful 
to  them  in  the  post-Montreal  period.  (2)  The  series  of  numbered  Faith  and 
Order  papers  should  probably  be  limited  to  the  official  minutes  of  annual  and 
triennial  sessions.  (3)  There  should  be  more  substantial  effort  on  our  part  to 
circulate  the  reports  of  special  study  projects,  which  should  be  scattered  more 
evenly  over  the  years  than  has  been  true  in  the  past  decade.  A special  series  of 
Faith  and  Order  publications  might  be  planned,  similar  in  format  to  Ecumenical 
Studies  in  Worship , with  a volume  appearing  annually,  perhaps  as  a Beiheft  to  the 
Ecumenical  Review.  This  series  should  cover  whatever  projects  are  adopted  for 
future  attention. 


VII.  Future  Projects 

It  has  become  something  of  an  indoor  sport  to  suggest  issues  which  Faith  and 
Order  should  study.  We  should  all  welcome  this  game,  since,  in  fact,  we  all  have 
projects  to  nominate.  To  be  sure,  some  nominations  are  relatively  irresponsible, 
since  they  are  put  forward  without  incurring  an  obligation  to  share  in  the  work 
and  without  due  attention  to  logistical  support.  But  many  others  are  put  forward 
by  responsible  partners  in  the  enterprise  ; the  theological  commissions,  FOC 
members,  the  Working  Committee,  the  Central  Committee,  other  departments 
of  the  WCC,  and  the  Assembly  itself.  During  the  past  triennium  a host  of  pro- 
posals have  been  thus  referred  to  us  ; one  responsibility  of  this  Commission  and 
its  Working  Committee  is  to  sift  and  to  select  the  most  urgent  and  feasible.  This 
process  of  selection  must  receive  some  priority  at  the  meeting  in  1964.  We  should 
first  glance  at  the  range  of  projects  which  have  been  put  forward.  Some  of  them 
have  been  placed  on  the  agenda  of  the  Montreal  Conference,  and  that  Conference 
will  probably  recommend  whether  they  demand  subsequent  research.  A sampling 
of  these  may  be  given  here  : the  ecclesiological  significance  of  councils,  the  ministry 
of  the  laity,  the  ordination  of  women,  the  Eucharist  at  ecumenical  gatherings,  the 
mutual  recognition  of  baptism,  racial  and  ethnic  factors  in  church  divisions,  the 
relation  of  unity  and  uniformity,  new  patterns  of  ministry. 

Other  research  projects  are  so  broad  as  to  exceed  the  possibility  of  adequate 
treatment  in  a Conference  : The  relations  of  nature  and  grace,  or  of  creation 
and  redemption ; the  need  for  a theological  and  liturgical  hermeneutics  which  is 
able  to  translate  the  message  of  Scripture  and  the  meanings  of  liturgical  action 
into  the  vocabulary  of  modem  man  ; the  shape  of  an  ecumenical  historiography  ; 
a study  of  modern  atheism  and  idolatry  ; the  history  of  the  ancient  Councils  ; an 
examination  of  ecumenical  institutionalization;  Israel  and  the  Church.  These  by 
no  means  exhaust  the  number.  As  noted  above,  the  dilemmas  faced  by  union 
negotiating  committees  produce  calls  for  very  specific  and  limited  studies.  By 
contrast,  the  emerging  dialogues  among  the  historic  Christian  traditions  make 
urgent  another  range  of  research  problems.  Now  we  must  ask  what  methods  of 
research  will  be  adequate  for  such  topics. 

In  the  period  since  Lund  the  work  has  been  done  mainly  in  four  international 
theological  commissions.  As  a rule  they  have  met  annually.  They  have  discussed 
papers  presented  to  them  and  during  the  past  two  years  have  worked  out  their 
reports.  This  method  of  work  has  certainly  had  great  merits.  It  has  made  it 
possible  to  bring  together  representative  theologians  from  different  traditions. 
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They  have  had  the  opportunity  to  know  each  other  and  to  form  an  ecumenical 
fellowship.  It  is  obvious  that  a group  which  meets  for  several  years  can  carry 
the  discussion  much  further  than  occasional  consultations.  This  aspect  of  “matu- 
rity” in  theological  work  must  not  be  overlooked. 

On  the  other  hand  there  are  significant  disadvantages  in  relying  so  completely 
i on  one  type  of  commission.  Members  and  officers  of  the  existing  commissions 
are  often  the  first  to  recognize  and  accent  these  disadvantages.  At  best  they  can 
enlist  only  a relatively  small  number  of  theologians.  Annual  meetings  are  often 
too  infrequent  or  too  brief  to  achieve  the  needed  continuity  and  momentum. 
The  period  of  a decade  is  too  long,  for  it  tends  to  relax  the  pressure  for  producing 
results  and  to  give  the  impression  that  the  discussion  of  vital  matters  “goes  under- 
ground” between  world  conferences.  Theologians  who  have  been  chosen  for 
technical  competence  in  a given  field  often  find  it  difficult  to  apply  their  theoretical 
conclusions  to  those  specific  problems  on  which  the  Churches  need  help.  They 
are  often  too  busy  to  correlate  their  studies  with  other  studies  proceeding  outside 
Faith  and  Order,  or  with  problems  which  emerge  after  the  definition  of  their 
assignment.  The  division  of  a commission  into  continental  sections  has  often 
complicated  the  work  of  each  section,  and  a continent- wide  section  finds  diffi- 
culties in  administration  (travel,  finance,  correspondence,  etc.)  and  in  focussing 
upon  specific  problems  in  one  nation  or  locality.  Moreover,  it  has  been  impos- 
sible for  the  staff  to  provide  adequate  help  to  the  various  sections,  so  that  each 
has  been  virtually  required  to  beat  its  own  path  through  a jungle  of  obstacles. 

The  system  of  theological  commissions  should  never  be  completely  abandoned  ; 
it  needs,  however,  to  be  implemented  and  revised.  The  period  of  work  should 
generally  be  shorter  than  ten  years.  Programmes  and  methods  should  be  more 
diverse  and  flexible.  The  assignments  should  probably  be  more  definite  and 
limited.  In  some  cases,  commissions  should  represent  a world-wide  concern,  but 
in  many  others,  they  should  address  themselves  to  specific  requests  from  the 
churches  of  a particular  region,  and  be  drawn  from  a single  urban  centre  in  that 
region.  Perhaps  each  major  project  should  be  set  up  independently  so  that  the 
nature  of  its  problem  can  dictate  the  methods  to  be  followed.  Some  specific  plan 
should  be  adopted  that  will  enlist  almost  all  members  of  the  FOC  in  one  of  the 
continuing  projects.  To  indicate  the  range  of  the  methods  which  might  be  adopted 
we  present  a few  diverse  samples. 

(a)  Long-term  theological  commissions,  similar  to  those  of  the  past,  will 
still  be  needed  to  explore  broad  areas  of  cardinal  importance.  For  example,  a 
continuing  commission  might  be  established  to  keep  in  contact  with  the  develop- 
ments in  the  liturgical  movement  in  all  parts  of  the  world.  It  should  encourage 
study  of  worship  by  regional  ecumenical  groups,  should  correlate  the  work  of 
these  groups  ; and  should  prepare  descriptive  and  critical  reports  for  each  meeting 
of  the  FOC,  in  addition  to  projecting  its  own  exploration  of  selected  problems. 
It  would  need  a very  active  secretary  to  take  responsibility  for  an  extensive  cor- 
respondence, who  might  well  enlist  all  members  of  the  FOC  as  correspondents. 
A similar  method  could  be  used  to  continue  the  work  of  TCCC. 

(b)  Another  type  of  commission,  with  different  methods  of  work,  would 
consist  of  limited  research  projects.  An  example  is  the  proposal  to  be  examined 
in  Section  II  for  a study  of  ancient  ecumenical  councils,  beginning  with  Chalcedon. 
This  could  be  the  exercise  in  ecumenical  historiography  for  which  TCTT  calls. 
It  would  no  doubt  be  a useful  opportunity  for  selected  theologians  from  the 
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Christian  East  to  join  others  from  the  Christian  West  to  examine  the  decisive 
differences  between  their  hermeneutical  principles  and  their  modes  of  thought. 
The  plans  for  such  a study  would  require  major  participation  from  the  first  stage 
to  the  last,  by  Orthodox  scholars.  A similar  method  could  be  used  for  the  study 
of  Israel  as  suggested  by  TCCC. 

(c)  A similar  degree  of  joint  planning  will  be  needed,  and  is  happily  now 
possible,  with  regard  to  whatever  studies  may  be  devised  to  take  advantage  of 
the  developing  dialogue  with  the  scholars  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  Among 
many  suggestions  is  one  of  appointing  a special  joint  commission  with  the  func- 
tion of  co-ordinating  the  various  projects  already  under  way,  of  selecting  problems 
on  which  joint  research  is  desirable,  of  arranging  month-long  seminars  annually 
on  key  issues  (e.g.  Mariology),  and  of  publishing  a series  of  symposia  on  these 
issues. 

(d)  Still  different  methods  should  be  employed  in  developing  more  direct 
conversations  with  conservative  evangelical  groups.  Here  co-operation  on  an 
informal  basis  with  many  groups  in  many  countries  is  needed,  and  the  initiative 
must  often  come  from  local  leaders,  especially  from  FOC  members.  Points  of 
contact,  once  established,  should  be  encouraged  — e.g.  the  regional  study  group 
in  Taiwan,  the  groups  in  the  USA  which  have  prepared  critiques  of  our  reports, 
and  special  consultations  at  the  Ecumenical  Institute  where  a 1965  session  is 
being  planned  on  “The  Meaning  of  the  Church.” 

(e)  A bilateral  approach,  with  its  appropriate  methodology,  is  suggested  by 
another  type  of  study.  One  example  is  the  development  of  Reformed-Lutheran 
conversations  in  Europe  and  North  America.  The  Faith  and  Order  contribution 
can  best  be  made  by  staff  help,  where  needed,  and  by  reports  to  the  FOC  by  its 
own  members  who  are  involved.  Another  example  is  the  current  work  of  the 
Patristic  Study  Group  which  has  outlined  a programme  of  study,  covering  the 
next  two  or  three  years,  of  one  of  the  church  Fathers,  St.  Basil. 

(f)  Opportunity  for  still  other  types  of  projects  is  afforded  by  the  various 
regional  study  groups,  which  were  formed  in  preparation  for  Montreal  and  which 
have  found  large  opportunities  for  contribution  to  the  ecumenical  life  of  their 
own  nation.  Some  of  these  should  be  encouraged  and  assisted  to  continue  their 
work.  Should  they  perhaps  be  constituted  as  official  Faith  and  Order  commis- 
sions in  their  own  region  ? How  much  financial  help  should  be  offered  ? Should 
visitations  by  Faith  and  Order  representatives  from  neighbouring  nations  be 
arranged  ? (e.g.  the  new  study  commission  of  the  NCC  in  Japan,  the  series  of 
study  conferences  in  Bombay).  How  fast  and  how  far  should  we  go  in  decen- 
tralizing Faith  and  Order  studies  ? Does  the  process  of  decentralization  call  for 
more  or  less  effort  by  the  central  office  ? 

As  one  surveys  this  vast  range  of  legitimate  work,  it  should  be  clear  that  Faith 
and  Order  needs  to  remain  open  to  a great  variety  of  projects  and  methods.  But 
mere  openness  is  not  enough.  There  must  be  adequate  resources  for  supporting 
every  project  accepted.  At  St.  Andrews  the  future  work  was  outlined  in  detail. 
In  response  to  that  outline  the  staff  and  budget  were  tripled.  It  is  no  mark  of 
ingratitude  to  confess  now  that  the  tasks  so  persuasively  presented  at  St.  Andrews 
far  exceed  our  present  capacities.  We  have  not,  of  course,  kept  the  staff  at  full 
strength.  One  of  us  has  been  on  leave  for  four  months.  Another  has  had  to 
spend  a very  large  amount  of  time  in  connection  with  the  Second  Vatican  Council. 
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And  all  of  us  have  had  to  concentrate  on  preparations  for  Montreal.  Yet  these 
facts  reinforce  what  has  been  said.  Montreal  and  the  Second  Vatican  Council 
will  both  release  many  new  opportunities  and  demands  for  work.  We  should  all 
be  grateful  that  there  is  no  prospect  for  anything  but  rapid  expansion  in  the  tasks 
to  be  undertaken.  We  cannot  escape  the  double  demand  and  need  : to  extend  the 
dialogue  which  is  now  possible  with  all  segments  of  Christendom,  and  to  develop 
sufficient  research  facilities  to  make  that  dialogue  increasingly  fruitful. 

At  present  much  too  little  can  be  done  to  prepare  carefully  the  study  projects 
and  to  provide  the  necessary  documentation  for  them.  Many  members  of  the 
theological  commissions  have  rightly  felt  that  the  Faith  and  Order  secretariat 
did  not  give  them  sufficient  help.  Others  feel  that  the  Faith  and  Order  staff  does 
not  do  enough  by  way  of  providing  documentation  in  church  union  problems. 
But  it  is  to  be  said  that  very  little  time  is  left  to  the  staff  for  research  work.  It  is 
fine  that  there  is  an  increasing  number  of  ecumenical  research  centres,  and  more 
use  could  be  made  of  them  for  Faith  and  Order  purposes.  But  even  then  the  need 
of  more  research  work  is  evident.  Therefore,  the  question  must  be  asked  whether 
Faith  and  Order  in  the  future  does  not  need  a research  centre  or  research  institute 
of  its  own.  If  there  could  be  a research  staff  in  close  relation  to  the  administrative 
office  but  at  the  same  time  in  some  independence  from  it,  the  work  of  Faith  and 
Order  could  be  made  much  more  effective  and  thus  more  satisfactory  to  theolo- 
gians participating  in  it.  Quite  apart  from  the  establishment  of  such  an  institute, 
the  staff  must  be  given  more  time  for  conducting  the  needed  research.  It  will  be 
impossible  to  secure  or  to  retain  able  secretaries  unless  each  of  them  has  a smaller 
load  of  administrative  duties  and  a larger  load  of  study  assignments. 


vni.  On  Organizational  Plans 

A word,  first,  about  the  staff  of  the  department.  In  Paris  the  Working  Com- 
mittee gave  extended  discussion  to  the  choice  of  a replacement  of  the  present 
director,  whose  period  of  service  ends  on  1 August.  The  first  option  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  to  find  a “senior  theologian”  to  serve  as  director  for  a five-year  term. 
It  proved  to  be  impossible  to  implement  this  plan.  The  second  option  of  the 
Committee  was,  however,  adopted,  i.e.,  to  appoint  a junior  secretary  for  a 
three-year  term.  Following  the  procedures  outlined  at  Paris,  the  Executive 
Committee  and  officers  of  the  Working  Committee  invited  the  Rev.  Meredith 
B.  Handspicker  to  serve  as  assistant  secretary.  Mr.  Handspicker  accepted 
and  will  begin  work  in  September.  He  will  attend  the  Conference  and  be  ready  to 
share  the  burden  of  work  very  soon  thereafter. 

A word,  second,  about  the  developments  initiated  at  St.  Andrews  concerning 
the  “Report  on  the  Future.”  That  report  was  divided  into  three  sections  (cf. 
Minutes , p.  113).  It  may  now  be  said  that  many  of  the  central  elements  in  that 
report  have  been  approved  by  the  Central  Committee  and  incorporated  in  the 
operation  of  the  Council.  We  should  now  report  briefly  on  the  other  elements. 

Section  A dealt  largely  with  the  responsibilities  of  Faith  and  Order  within 
the  WCC.  Considerable  progress  has  been  made  in  the  directions  desired.  We 
have  indicated  above  the  degree  to  which  co-operation  with  the  other  depart- 
ments has  been  established  in  preparations  for  the  World  Conference.  In  the 
Central  Committee  and  the  Assembly,  Faith  and  Order  has  been  able  to  “make 
its  witness”  effectively.  One  mark  of  this  is  the  degree  to  which  the  Assembly  made 
its  own  the  statement  on  Christian  unity  which  Faith  and  Order  had  declared  was 
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“the  goal  and  inspiration”  of  its  own  work.  Another  is  the  inclusion  on  the 
annual  agenda  of  the  Central  Committee  of  a report  on  developments  in  the 
field  of  unity. 

Section  B called  attention  to  the  need  for  extension  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
programme  in  connection  with  church  union  negotiations,  with  regional  studies 
and  conferences,  and  with  churches  outside  the  WCC  membership.  In  this  respect 
we  may  say  that  the  opportunities  have  multiplied  far  more  rapidly  than  was 
anticipated  even  in  1960,  and  that  staff  resources  have  proved  far  less  adequate. 
We  have  discussed  this  point  sufficiently  above ; but  may  add  here  that  lack  of 
funds  has  thus  far  prevented  several  lines  of  work  which  were  fully  authorized 
in  1961  and  1962  (Paris  Minutes,  p.  7-9.) 

Section  C dealt  with  consequences  of  the  expanded  programme  for  organiza- 
tion. A large  number  of  items  from  this  Section  have  been  approved  and  imple- 
mented by  the  WCC.  The  staff  of  the  department,  as  well  as  its  operating  budget, 
has  tripled  in  size,  an  expansion  unparalleled  in  Faith  and  Order  history.  A 
member  of  the  staff  has  served  as  a regular  member  of  the  Staff  Executive  Group, 
actively  participating  in  policy-making  for  the  entire  Council.  Two  recommenda- 
tions have  not  thus  far  been  adopted.  The  first  deals  with  “clarification  of  the 
meaning  and  implications  of  membership  in  the  FOC,”  and  with  strengthening 
the  Commission’s  relations  to  the  Churches.  This  need  must  receive  attention 
at  the  1964  session  of  the  Commission.  The  second  deals  with  the  desire  to  secure 
for  Faith  and  Order  in  the  organizational  structure  of  the  WCC  “a  place  and 
role  appropriate  to  the  central  importance  of  the  concern  for  church  unity  in  the 
life  of  the  WCC.”  At  St.  Andrews  this  was  described  in  terms  of  divisional  status. 
The  Programme  and  Finance  Committee,  after  surveying  all  the  needs  and 
resources  of  the  Council,  recommended  otherwise,  and  the  Central  Committee 
approved  the  continuance  of  departmental  status.  FOC  concurred  in  this  action, 
but  both  at  New  Delhi  and  at  Paris,  was  not  content  with  this  as  “the  best  final 
solution.” 

The  Third  Assembly  requested  the  Central  Committee  to  examine  the  structure 
of  the  WCC  and  authorized  it  to  make  whatever  changes  might  be  deemed  advis- 
able before  the  next  Assembly.  At  its  Rochester  meeting  the  Central  Committee 
will  appoint  a sub-committee  to  begin  this  process.  Strong  assurances  have  been 
given  that  careful  attention  and  will  be  given  to  the  expressed  desires  of  the  FOC. 
Perhaps  the  best  thing  to  be  done  now  is  for  the  Bishop  of  Bristol,  as  chairman 
of  the  Working  Committee,  to  appoint  a small  group  from  that  Committee  to  be 
available  for  consultation  by  the  group  to  be  appointed  in  Rochester.  The  need 
at  the  moment  is  not  for  additional  pressure  but  for  information  and  guidance  on 
extremely  intricate  problems. 

The  staff  will  stand  ready  to  contribute  whatever  wisdom  may  have  accrued 
from  its  experience  since  1961.  For  example,  it  ventures  now  to  call  attention 
to  several  factors  which  are  relevant  to  the  new  Committee’s  work  : 

(a)  The  committee  may  well  consider  more  than  two  options  for  Faith  and 
Order  in  any  new  structure,  i.e.,  either  divisional  or  departmental  status.  There 
is  a wide  range  of  terminology  available,  including  commission  and  secretariat. 
In  fact,  a new  set  of  terms  and  relationships  might  be  devised  to  correspond  to  the 
unique  aspects  of  the  Faith  and  Order  mandate. 

(b)  The  provision  of  adequate  resources  for  carrying  out  the  work  assigned 
by  the  FOC  is  a more  important  factor  than  the  factor  of  status.  It  has  become 
clearer  every  month  that  the  demands  of  this  work  require  substantial  increases 
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in  staff  and  budget.  These  two  factors  can  be  separated.  Departmental  status 
places  no  restriction  upon  expansion,  and  divisional  status  does  not  guarantee 
expansion. 

(c)  In  any  restructuring,  two  objectives  should  be  foremost.  The  first  of  these 
is  the  correlation  of  Faith  and  Order  with  all  the  departments  and  activities  of 
the  WCC.  The  concerns  of  the  WCC  as  a whole,  and  of  Faith  and  Order  within 
the  Council,  are  indivisible.  Any  proposed  change  must  contribute  simultaneously 
to  both. 

(d)  The  second  objective  is  the  development  of  a pattern  of  relationships 
which  will  enable  Faith  and  Order,  as  an  agency  of  the  Council,  to  fulfil  its 
obligations  to  its  total  constituency  which  now  embraces  all  the  major  traditions 
of  Christendom.  This  may  call  for  discovering  new  ways  to  develop  joint  studies 
with  non-member  churches,  which  would  enable  them  to  participate  fully  and 
without  embarrassment.  The  kind  of  operations  needed  for  this  aspect  of  its  work 
should  be  fully  discussed  with  the  churches  concerned.  On  the  one  hand,  they 
should  fall  within  the  limits  as  stated  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Constitution  and  as 
agreed  to  by  the  Central  Committee.  On  the  other  hand,  they  should  be  clearly 
justified  by  the  requirements  of  a carefully  outlined  programme  of  work.  These 
requirements  have  not  yet  been  clearly  drawn  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Working 
Committee. 

Assuming  that  functions  should  determine  patterns  of  structure,  the  Committee 
should  indicate  precisely  what  functions  require  an  alteration  in  structure.  For 
instance,  what  degree  of  independence  and  initiative  is  needed  for  the  programme 
of  research  ? If  an  institute  should  be  established  to  conduct  that  research,  what 
kind  of  relationship  to  the  WCC  would  provide  the  best  basis  for  its  work  ? 


IX.  Plans  for  1963-64 

Following  the  instructions  of  the  Working  Committee,  the  staff  has  explored 
the  possible  sites  for  the  1964  Commission  meeting  in  the  Near  East.  Two  invita- 
tions have  been  received  : from  the  Near  East  Christian  Council  in  Lebanon, 
and  from  the  Church  of  Cyprus.  The  staff  recommends  to  the  Working  Committee 
the  acceptance  of  the  invitation  from  Cyprus,  for  a meeting  during  the  last  half 
of  August.  Although  decision  rests  with  that  Committee,  the  Commission  may 
wish  to  express  its  reaction  to  the  suggestion. 

As  to  programme,  three  suggestions  are  offered  by  the  staff,  with  the  assump- 
tion that  about  one- third  of  the  time  should  be  devoted  to  each.  First  of  all,  the 
Commission  should  discuss  the  objectives,  topics  and  methods  of  the  post- 
Montreal  studies.  Montreal  will  undoubtedly  make  recommendations  concerning 
various  projects.  The  intervening  year  should  enable  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mission to  reflect  on  Conference  proposals  and  should  give  the  staff  a chance  to 
prepare  for  those  projects.  After  discussion  at  the  1964  meeting,  the  work  should 
begin  immediately.  Second,  next  year  should  be  propitious  for  carrying  further 
the  dialogue  between  Orthodox  and  non-Orthodox  theologians,  thus  continuing 
the  conversations  begun  at  Kifissia  and  Montreal. 

There  is  now  an  enormous  opportunity  for  the  Christian  East  to  meet  with 
the  Christian  West,  and  to  explore  the  contributions  which  each  can  make  to  the 
other.  Third,  the  Commission  could  consider  some  of  the  problems  encountered 
by  church  union  negotiations.  At  New  Delhi  Faith  and  Order  held  a one-day 
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consultation  on  these  problems,  which  was  obviously  useful  but  too  short.  A 
longer  period  during  a regular  meeting  of  the  whole  Commission  would  be  pro- 
fitable to  many.  A large  number  of  the  Commission  members  are  themselves 
engaged  in  union  negotiations,  and,  if  financial  aid  can  be  found,  we  should 
invite  other  representatives  of  the  various  schemes  under  consideration.  The  help 
of  Commission  members  whose  churches  are  not  so  engaged  would  also  be 
valuable,  since  negotiations  are  ultimately  the  problem  not  only  of  the  churches 
directly  involved,  but  of  the  whole  of  Christianity. 

This  report  is  already  far  too  long,  but  we  have  wanted  to  give  an  accurate 
picture  of  the  scope  of  the  present  programme.  If  we  have  stressed  the  dispro- 
portion between  enormous  opportunities  and  limited  resources,  that  stress  has 
been  intentional.  The  recognition  of  that  disproportion  is  the  first  step  in  future 
planning.  If,  however,  this  constant  reiteration  should  give  the  impression  that 
the  staff  is  in  a discouraged  or  truculent  mood,  that  impression  is  quite  wrong. 
We  have  found  genuine  excitement  and  satisfaction  in  working  together  on  such 
a task  at  such  a time,  especially  because  so  many  of  you  have  been  so  spendthrift 
with  your  wisdom  and  vigour  on  the  same  task.  It  may  be  that  Faith  and  Order 
stands  on  the  threshold  of  the  most  productive  period  in  its  history. 
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THE  CONSTITUTION  OF 
THE  COMMISSION  ON  FAITH  AND  ORDER 


(As  accepted  at  the  Third  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order,  Lund,  1952, 
and  subsequently  revised  by  the  Second  Assembly  of  the  World  Council  of 
Churches,  Evanston,  1954,  by  the  Central  Committee,  Davos,  1955,  by  the 
Commission  of  Faith  and  Order  and  the  Central  Committee,  St.  Andrews,  1960, 
by  the  Central  Committee,  Paris,  1962,  and  by  the  Central  Committee,  Rochester, 
USA,  1963.) 


Title 

1.  The  Commission  shall  be  called  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  of 
the  World  Council  of  Churches. 


Meanings 


2.  In  this  Constitution  : 

The  Commission  means  the  above-named  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  o 
the  World  Council  of  Churches. 

The  Working  Committee  means  the  Working  Committee  of  the  Commission 
on  Faith  and  Order. 

The  Council  means  the  above-named  World  Council  of  Churches. 

The  Assembly  means  the  Assembly  of  the  World  Council. 

The  Central  Committee  means  the  Central  Committee  of  the  World  Council. 


Functions 

3 .  The  functions  of  the  Commission  are  : 

(i)  To  proclaim  the  essential  oneness  of  the  Church  of  Christ  and  to  keep 
prominently  before  the  World  Council  and  the  Churches  the  obligation  to  manifest 

I that  unity  and  its  urgency  for  world  mission  and  evangelism. 

(ii)  To  study  questions  of  faith,  order  and  worship  with  the  relevant  social, 
i cultural,  political,  racial  and  other  factors  in  their  bearing  on  the  unity  of  the 

Church. 

(iii)  To  study  the  theological  implications  of  the  existence  of  the  ecumenical 
i movement. 

(iv)  To  study  matters  in  the  present  relationships  of  the  Churches  to  one 
another  which  cause  difficulties  and  need  theological  clarification. 

(v)  To  provide  information  concerning  actual  steps  taken  by  the  Churches 
towards  reunion. 


47 


4.  All  activities  of  the  Commission  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  four 
principles  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement,  viz.  : 

(i)  Its  main  work  is  to  draw  Churches  out  of  isolation  into  conferences,  in 
which  none  is  to  be  asked  to  be  disloyal  to  or  to  compromise  its  convictions, 
but  to  seek  to  explain  them  to  others  while  seeking  to  understand  their  points 
of  view.  Irreconcilable  differences  are  to  be  recorded  as  honestly  as  agreements, 

(ii)  Its  conferences  are  to  be  conferences  of  delegates  officially  appointed  by  the 
Churches  to  represent  them,  (iii)  The  invitation  to  take  part  in  these  conferences 
is  addressed  to  Christian  Churches  throughout  the  world  which  accept  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ  as  God  and  Saviour,  (iv)  Only  Churches  themselves  are  competent 
to  take  actual  steps  towards  reunion  by  entering  into  negotiations  with  one 
another.  The  work  of  the  Movement  is  not  to  formulate  schemes  and  tell  the 
Churches  what  they  ought  to  do,  but  to  act  as  the  handmaid  of  the  Churches 
in  the  preparatory  work  of  clearing  away  misunderstandings,  discussing  obstacles 
to  reunion,  and  issuing  reports  which  are  submitted  to  the  Churches  for  their 
consideration. 


Organization 

5.  (i)  World  Conferences  on  Faith  and  Order  are  to  be  held  when  main 
subjects  are  ready  for  submission  to  the  Churches,  and  when,  on  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order,  the  Central  Committee  so  decides. 

(ii)  The  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  shall  consist  of  100  members 
appointed  by  the  Assembly  of  the  World  Council,  with  power  to  nominate 
additional  members  up  to  the  number  of  20  for  appointment  by  the  Central 
Committee,  all  these  to  hold  office  until  the  next  Assembly  (subject,  however 
to  any  revision  advised  by  a World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  as  hereinafter 
provided).  At  each  Assembly  the  list  of  membership  shall  be  revised  in  the 
light  of  recommendations  made  by  the  Commission.  When  a World  Conference 
is  held,  it  shall  advise  the  Central  Committee  on  any  necessary  revision  of  the 
membership  of  the  Commission  between  that  Conference  and  the  next  Assembly. 
In  making  appointments  care  shall  be  taken  to  secure  the  adequate  geographical 
and  confessional  representation  of  Churches. 

The  Commission  may  include  members  of  Churches  which  accept  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ  as  God  and  Saviour  but  are  not  members  of  the  World  Council. 

Vacancies  shall  be  filled  by  the  Central  Committee  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Commission. 

Before  appointments  are  made,  steps  shall  be  taken  to  ensure  that  the  appoint- 
ments proposed  are  acceptable  to  the  Churches  concerned. 

(iii)  The  Commission  shall  normally  meet  every  three  years  but  may  be  called 
together  at  any  time  when  major  theological  commission  reports  need  to  be 
reviewed  by  a larger  body  than  the  Working  Committee. 

(iv)  The  Commission  shall  nominate  from  its  own  members,  for  appoint- 
ment by  the  Central  Committee,  a Working  Committee  of  not  more  than  22  mem- 
bers with  power  to  nominate  not  more  than  3 additional  members.  The  Chair- 
man of  the  Commission  shall  also  be  a member  ex  officio  of  the  Working 
Committee.  The  Working  Committee  shall  normally  meet  annually  and  shall 
be  responsible  (a)  for  administration  (b)  for  directing  the  study  work  and  other 
activities  of  Faith  and  Order  and  (c)  for  co-operation  with  other  agencies  of 
the  World  Council. 
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Vacancies  in  the  Working  Committee  shall  be  filled  by  the  Working  Com- 
mittee itself  from  the  membership  of  the  Commission  and  submitted  to  the 
Central  Committee  for  appointment. 

(v)  There  shall  be  various  theological  commissions  set  up  by  the  Commission 
or  Working  Committee.  Theological  commissions  may  include  as  members  or 
consultants  persons  who  are  not  members  of  the  Commission. 


Meetings  of  the  Commission 

6.  The  Chairman  of  the  Commission,  or  in  his  absence  one  of  the  Vice- 
ii  Chairmen,  shall  preside  at  meetings  of  the  Commission.  In  the  absence  of  these 
i officers,  the  meeting  shall  elect  its  own  Chairman.  One-sixth  of  the  total  member- 
| ship  shall  constitute  a quorum. 

7.  The  notices  of  meetings  shall  be  issued  by  the  Secretary. 

8.  Members  of  the  Commission  can  name  substitutes  to  represent  them 
at  meetings  at  which  they  are  unable  to  be  present  themselves. 

9.  On  questions  of  Faith  and  Order  the  Commission  shall  not  adopt  any 
resolutions,  but  shall  confine  itself  to  recording  for  the  information  of  the  Churches 
such  agreements  and  disagreements  as  are  discovered. 

10.  Questions  of  procedure  and  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  the  Commis- 
sion shall  be  decided  by  a majority  vote  of  those  present  and  voting. 

11.  The  Working  Committee  may,  either  at  a meeting  of  the  Commission 
or  previously,  determine  the  rules  of  procedure  and  of  debate  for  the  meeting. 

12.  Persons  not  being  members  of  the  Commission  may  be  invited  by  the 
Chairman  or  the  Secretary  to  be  present  and  speak,  but  they  cannot  vote. 


Chairman 

13.  The  Chairman  shall  be  elected  by  a majority  of  votes  at  a duly  convened 
meeting  of  the  Commission,  on  the  nomination  of  the  Working  Committee. 

14.  The  Chairman  shall  hold  office  for  three  years  from  the  date  of  his 
j appointment,  but  shall  be  eligible  for  re-election. 

15.  In  the  event  of  the  office  of  Chairman  falling  vacant  by  reason  of  resig- 
• nation,  incapacity  or  death,  the  Vice-Chairmen  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Working 
: Committee  shall  be  together  responsible  for  the  appointment  of  an  acting- 

Chairman  until  such  time  as  a meeting  of  the  Commission  can  be  called. 


Vice-Chairmen 

16.  Not  more  than  four  Vice-Chairmen  shall  be  elected  by  the  Commission 
on  the  nomination  of  the  Working  Committee,  shall  hold  office  for  three  years, 
and  shall  be  eligible  for  re-election. 
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The  Secretariat 


17.  There  shall  be  at  least  one  Secretary  who  shall  be  a member  of  the  staff 
of  the  Council  employed  for  the  work  of  the  Commission  on  a full-time  basis. 

18.  The  Secretary  or  Secretaries  shall  be  nominated  by  the  Commission  to 
the  Central  Committee. 

19.  It  shall  be  the  special  responsibility  of  the  Secretary  to  maintain  full 
consultation  and  co-operation  with  the  General  Secretariat  and  with  the  other 
Departments  of  the  Council,  and  particularly  with  the  Division  of  Studies. 

20.  The  salaries  or  honoraria  to  be  paid  to  the  Secretary  or  Secretaries  shall 
be  determined  by  the  Working  Committee  and  the  officers  of  the  Council  in 
consultation. 


The  Working  Committee 

21.  The  Commission  shall  appoint  the  Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee. 

22.  Members  of  the  Working  Committee  shall  hold  office  until  the  next 
meeting  of  the  Commission,  when  the  list  of  membership  shall  be  revised. 

23.  The  Working  Committee  shall  have  power  to  act  on  behalf  of  the  Com- 
mission in  all  matters  where  action  is  required  before  a meeting  of  the  Commission 
can  be  convened. 

24.  The  Working  Committee  shall  meet  at  such  times  and  places  as  the 
Chairman  and  the  Secretary  shall  decide  to  be  required  for  the  performance 
of  its  duty. 

25.  The  quorum  for  a meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  shall  be  seven 
members  present. 

26.  If  at  any  time  when  it  is  inconvenient  to  convene  a meeting  the  Chairman 
and  Secretary  shall  decide  that  there  is  business  needing  an  immediate  decision 
by  the  Working  Committee,  it  shall  be  permissible  fof  them  to  obtain  by  post 
the  opinions  of  its  members  and  the  majority  opinion  thus  ascertained  shall 
be  treated  as  equivalent  to  the  decision  of  a duly  convened  meeting. 


The  Department 

27.  The  Chairman,  Vice-Chairmen,  Secretaries,  Chairman  of  the  Working 
Committee  and  the  Chairmen  of  Theological  Commissions  shall  together  be 
known  as  the  Council’s  Faith  and  Order  Department. 

28.  The  Department  shall  be  responsible  for  continuously  carrying  on  the 
work  of  the  Commission  between  meetings  of  the  Commission  and  the  Working 
Committee,  both  by  (i)  promoting  the  studies  of  the  Theological  Commissions 
and  (ii)  following  all  developments  in  the  matter  of  the  union  of  Churches  and 
keeping  all  the  Churches  informed  of  these  developments.  It  shall  maintain  full 
consultation  and  co-operation  with  the  Division  of  Studies  of  the  Council. 

29.  The  Secretaries  shall  be  the  only  officers  of  the  Commission  employed 
by  the  Council  on  a full-time  basis  ; the  other  members  of  the  Department  shall 
be  persons  giving  part-time  service  to  the  Commission  whilst  being  also  actively 
engaged  in  the  service  of  their  own  Churches. 
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The  Theological  Commissions 


30.  The  work  of  the  Theological  Commissions  shall  be  to  prepare  reports 
which  may  serve  as  the  basis  for  discussion  in  the  Commission,  at  the  Assemblies 
of  the  World  Council,  or  at  Conferences  on  Faith  and  Order,  on  the  subjects 
referred  to  them  under  § 5 (v)  above. 

31.  Each  Theological  Commission  shall  be  composed  of  a Chairman,  Vice- 
Chairman  and  Secretary  with  other  members  chosen  for  their  special  competence 
in  the  particular  field  of  study  and  representing  as  wide  a variety  as  possible 
of  ecclesiastical  traditions.  The  Chairman,  Vice-Chairman  and  Secretary  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  Commission,  and  they  shall  then  select  and  appoint  the 
other  members  in  consultation  with  the  Working  Committee,  or  in  case  of 
emergency  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 


The  Budget 

32.  The  Commission’s  financial  year  shall  run  from  1st  January  to  31st 
December. 

33.  An  annual  budget  of  expenditure  shall  be  drawn  up  by  the  Secretary  in 
consultation  with  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Council ; it  shall  be  submitted 
to  the  Working  Committee  for  its  approval  and  when  so  approved  shall  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Council  for  final  adoption.  Copies  shall  then  be  sent  to  all  members 
of  the  Commission. 

34.  The  budget  shall  specify  the  amount  allocated  for  the  expenses  of  each 
Theological  Commission,  and  each  Theological  Commission  shall  be  responsible 
for  deciding  its  manner  of  using  its  allocation  within  the  limits  prescribed  in 
the  budget. 


Revision 

35.  Any  amendment  to  this  Constitution  shall  be  submitted  by  the  Faith 
and  Order  Commission  and  must  be  approved  by  the  Assembly  or  the  Central 
Committee. 


MEMBERS  OF  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 
AND  THE  SECRETARIAT  OF  THE  COMMISSION 


* = Member  of  the  Working  Committee 


Officers 

Chairman  : *The  Rev.  Professor  Paul  S.  Minear  (United  Church  of  Christ,  USA), 
247  St.  Ronan  Street,  New  Haven  11,  Conn.,  USA. 

Vice-Chairmen  : * Metropolitan  Chrysostomos  of  Myra  (Ecumenical  Patriarchate  of 
Constantinople),  B.P.  1225,  Istanbul,  Turkey. 

♦Professor  E.  W.  L.  Schlink  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany:  Lutheran),  Plan- 
kengasse  1,  69  Heidelberg,  Germany. 

Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee  : * The  Rt.  Rev.  Oliver  S.  Tomkins,  Bishop  of 
Bristol  (Church  of  England),  Bishop’s  House,  Clifton  Hill,  Bristol  8,  England. 


Members  of  the  Secretariat 

Executive  Secretary  : The  Rev.  Patrick  C.  Rodger  (Episcopal  Church  in  Scotland), 
17,  route  de  Malagnou,  Geneva,  Switzerland. 

Research  Secretary  : The  Rev.  Dr.  Lukas  Vischer  (Swiss  Protestant  Church  Federation), 
17,  route  de  Malagnou,  Geneva,  Switzerland. 

Assistant  Secretary  : The  Rev.  M.  B.  Handspicker  (United  Church  of  Christ,  USA), 
17,  route  de  Malagnou,  Geneva,  Switzerland. 


Members  of  the  Commission 

Dr.  J.  L.  Ch.  Abineno  (Reformed  Church  in  Indonesia),  Djalan  Kemiri  17,  Djakarta, 
Indonesia. 

The  Rev.  E.  A.  Adegbola  (Methodist  Church  in  Nigeria),  Immanuel  College,  Box  515, 
Ibadan,  Nigeria. 

The  Rev.  Professor  R.  F.  Aldwinckle  (Baptist  Federation  of  Canada),  52  Kingsmount 
Avenue  North,  Hamilton,  Ontario,  Canada. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  Alexis,  Bishop  of  Tallinn  and  Estonia  (Orthodox  Church  of  Russia), 
64  Pick,  Tallinn,  USSR. 

Professor  H.  S.  Alivisatos  (Church  of  Greece),  27  Voulis  Street,  Athens,  Greece. 

Professor  V.  Anagnostopoulos  (Ecumenical  Patriarchate  of  Constantinople),  Hamam 
Sok  38/2,  Heybeliada,  Istanbul,  Turkey. 
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Dr.  E.  F.  J.  Arndt  (United  Church  of  Christ,  USA),  Eden  Theological  Seminary, 
475  East  Lockwood  Avenue,  Webster  Groves,  Missouri,  USA. 

The  Rev.  W.  Artus  (Waldensian  Church),  Colonia  Valdense,  Dpto.  Colonia,  Uruguay. 

The  Most  Rev.  Dr.  A.  Basilious  (Coptic  Orthodox  Patriarchate  of  Jerusalem  and  the 
Near  East),  P.O.  Box  4006,  Jerusalem  (Old  City),  Jordan. 

The  Rev.  J.  M.  Bates  (Presbyterian  Church  of  New  Zealand),  4 Coughtrey  Street, 
Dunedin,  New  Zealand. 

Professor  Joaquim  Beato  (Presbyterian  Church  of  Brazil),  Seminario  Teologico  Presbite- 
riano  do  Centenario,  Caixa  Postal  855,  Vitoria,  Est.  Espirito  Santo,  Brazil. 

The  Rev.  G.  G.  Beazley,  jr.  (Disciples  of  Christ,  USA),  222  South  Downey  Avenue, 
Indianapolis  19,  Indiana,  USA. 

Professor  H.  Berkhof  (Netherlands  Reformed  Church),  Julianalaan  18,  Oegstgeest, 
Netherlands. 

The  Rev.  Professor  Boris  Bobrinskoy  (Russian  Exarchate  in  Western  Europe,  of  the 
Ecumenical  Patriarchate),  93  rue  de  Crim6e,  Paris  19e,  France. 

* Archpriest  Vitaly  Borovoy  (Orthodox  Church  of  Russia),  Leningrad  Theological 

Academy,  Obvodny  Kanal  17,  apt.  67,  Leningrad,  USSR. 

Professor  K.  R.  Bridston  (The  American  Lutheran  Church),  Pacific  Lutheran  Theolog- 
ical Seminary,  2770  Marin  Avenue,  Berkeley  8,  California,  USA. 

The  Rev.  Professor  David  Cairns  (Church  of  Scotland),  1 St.  Swithin  Street,  Aberdeen, 
Scotland. 

The  Rev.  Professor  R.  L.  Calhoun  (United  Church  of  Christ,  USA),  409  Prospect 
Street,  New  Haven  11,  Conn.,  USA. 

The  Rev.  Professor  W.  Owen  Chadwick  (Church  of  England),  Selwyn  College,  Cam- 
bridge, England. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  R.  C.  Chalmers  (United  Church  of  Canada),  Pine  Hill  Divinity  Hall, 
Halifax,  Nova  Scotia,  Canada. 

The  Rev.  Principal  L.  G.  Champion  (Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland), 
The  Baptist  College,  Woodland  Road,  Bristol  8,  England. 

* The  Rev.  Principal  J.  R.  Chandran  (Church  of  South  India),  United  Theological 

College,  17  Miller’s  Road,  Bangalore  6,  South  India. 

The  Rev.  E.  Chavez  Campos  (Pentecostal  Church  of  Chile),  Calle  Pena  1103,  Casilla 
no.  2,  Curicd,  Chile. 

* Professor  Nikolai  Chitescu  (Orthodox  Church  of  Rumania),  Strada  I.  C.  Frimu  44, 

Bucharest,  Rumania. 

Dr.  Chow  Lien-Hwa  (Taiwan  Baptist  Convention),  P.O.  Box  427,  Taipei,  Taiwan 
(Formosa). 

Dean  J.  B.  Coburn  (Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  USA),  Episcopal  Theological  Semi- 
nary, Cambridge,  Mass.,  USA. 

Dr.  Maurice  A.  Creasey  (London  Yearly  Meeting  of  the  Society  of  Friends),  Wood- 
brooke  College,  Selly  Oak,  Birmingham  29,  England. 
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Qjsshop  F.  G.  Ensley  (Methodist  Church,  USA),  615  Tenth  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  ; 
USA. 

* The  Rev.  Professor  E.  R.  Fairweather  (Anglican  Church  of  Canada),  Trinity  College, 

Hoskin  Avenue,  Toronto  5,  Ontario,  Canada. 

The  Rev.  W.  J.  S.  Farris  (Presbyterian  Church  in  Canada),  4 Wishaw  Drive,  Kingston  8, 
Jamaica,  West  Indies. 

Dr.  A.  E.  Fernandez  Arlt  (Lutheran  Church  in  Uruguay),  Colonia  1084,  Casilla  de 
Correo  172,  Montevideo,  Uruguay. 

* The  Very  Rev.  Professor  Georges  Florovsky  (Greek  Orthodox  Archdiocese  of 

North  and  South  America,  Ecumenical  Patriarchate),  Harvard  Divinity  School, 
Cambridge  38,  Mass.,  USA. 

Professor  Haakon  Flottorp  (Church  of  Norway),  Baldersgt.  4a,  Kristiansand,  South 
Norway. 

The  Rev.  John  Gatu  (Presbyterian  Church  of  East  Africa),  Presbyterian  Church  Office, 
P.O.  Box  8628,  Nairobi,  Kenya,  East  Africa. 

The  Rev.  Principal  A.  Raymond  George  (Methodist  Church,  Gt.  Britain),  Lathbury 
House,  Wesley  College,  Headingley,  Leeds  6,  England. 

Professor  Justo  Gonzalez  (Methodist  Church),  Evangelical  Seminary  of  Puerto  Rico, 
P.O.  Box  426,  Rio  Piedras,  Puerto  Rico. 

The  Rev.  Professor  S.  L.  Greenslade  (Church  of  England),  Christ  Church,  Oxford, 
England. 

Professor  Warren  F.  Groff  (Church  of  the  Brethren,  USA),  Bethany  Biblical  Seminary, 
3435  Van  Buren  Street,  Chicago  24,  111.,  USA. 

The  Rev.  W.  F.  Hambly  (Methodist  Church  of  Australasia),  Lincoln  College,  45  Broug- 
ham Place,  North  Adelaide,  South  Australia. 

The  Rev.  J.  Hamel  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany : United),  Bethgestr.  10,  Naum- 
burg/Saale,  Germany  (DDR). 

The  Rev.  Professor  Robert  T.  Handy  (American  Baptist  Convention),  Union  Theolog- 
ical Seminary,  Broadway  at  120th  Street,  New  York  27,  N.Y.,  USA. 

The  Rev.  Professor  Edward  R.  Hardy  (Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  USA),  Berkeley 
Divinity  School,  140  Prospect  Street,  New  Haven  11,  Conn.,  USA. 

Hauptpastor  Dr.  H.  H.  Harms  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany : Lutheran),  Englische 
Planke  1,  Hamburg  11,  Germany. 

* The  Rev.  Professor  David  W.  Hay  (Presbyterian  Church  in  Canada),  Knox  College, 

Toronto,  Ontario,  Canada. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  Ignatius  Hazim,  Bishop  of  Palmyra  (Greek  Orthodox  Patriarchate  of 
Antioch),  P.O.  Box  100,  Tripoli,  Lebanon. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  G.  Hendry  (United  Presbyterian  Church,  USA),  Princeton  Theological 
Seminary,  Princeton,  N.J.,  USA. 

Miss  Christian  Howard  (Church  of  England),  Coneysthorpe,  York,  England. 

* Generalsuperintendent  Dr.  G.  Jacob  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany : United), 

Seminarstrasse  26,  Cottbus,  Germany  (DDR). 
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The  Rt.  Rev.  P.  J.  Jans  (Old  Catholic  Church),  Bagijnhof  25,  Delft,  Netherlands. 

' Professor  Wilfried  Joest  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany  : Lutheran),  852  Erlangen- 
Buckenhof,  Im  Herrenlohe  14,  Germany. 

j Metropolitan  Jossif  of  Varna  and  Preslav  (Orthodox  Church  of  Bulgaria),  4 rue  Obo- 
richt6,  Sofia,  Bulgaria. 

; The  Rev.  J.  Kibira  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Tanganyika),  P.O.  Box  98, 
Bukoba,  Tanganyika,  East  Africa.  ( To  June  1964 : 745  Commonwealth  Avenue, 
Boston  15,  Mass.,  USA.) 

| The  Rev.  Dr.  C.  C.  Kim  (Presbyterian  Church  in  the  Republic  of  Korea),  Han  Kuk 
Theological  Seminary,  129  Suyu  Dong,  Sung-buk  ku,  Seoul,  Korea. 

; The  Rev.  Professor  N.  Q.  King  (Church  of  the  Province  of  East  Africa),  Makerere 
College,  Box  262,  Kampala,  Uganda,  East  Africa. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  C.  Kism  (Lutheran  Church  in  Japan),  921  2-chome,  Saginomiya,  Naka- 
noku,  Tokyo,  Japan. 

Dr.  K.  Kitamori  (United  Church  of  Christ  in  Japan),  Christian  Centre  Building,  2 
4-chome,  Ginza,  Chuo-ku,  Tokyo,  Japan. 

Professor  G.  Konidaris  (Church  of  Greece),  84  Academy  Street,  Athens,  Greece. 

I Studiendirektor  Dr.  W.  Krusche  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany  : Lutheran),  Kamm- 
strasse  56,  Liickendorf  fiber  Zittau,  Germany  (DDR). 

Professor  W.  H.  Lazareth  (Lutheran  Church  in  America),  Lutheran  Theological 
Seminary,  7238  Boyer  Street,  Philadelphia  19,  Pa.,  USA. 

j The  Rev.  J.  P.  Lee-Woolf  (Congregational  Union  of  England  and  Wales),  5 Oxford 
Road,  Moseley,  Birmingham  13,  England. 

j Dr.  Bela  Lesko  (United  Lutheran  Church  of  Argentina),  Facultad  Luterana  de  Teo- 
logia,  Gaspar  Campos  6151,  Jos6  C.  Paz,  FCNGSM,  Argentina. 

j Professor  T.  S.  Liefeld  (The  American  Lutheran  Church),  Capital  University,  Colum- 
bus 9,  Ohio,  USA. 

* The  Rev.  Professor  J.  D.  McCaughey  (Presbyterian  Church  of  Australia),  1 Ormond 
College  Grounds,  Carleton  N.  3,  Melbourne,  Australia. 

i President  James  I.  McCord  (United  Presbyterian  Church,  USA),  Princeton  Theological 
Seminary,  Princeton,  N.J.,  USA. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  T.  Mar  Athanasius  (Mar  Thoma  Syrian  Church  of  Malabar),  Sabha 
Office,  Mar  Thoma  Church,  Tiruvalla  P.O.,  Kerala,  South  India. 

Dr.  J.  Markarian  (Union  of  the  Armenian  Evangelical  Churches  in  the  Near  East), 
Haigazian  College,  P.O.  Box  1748,  Beirut,  Lebanon. 

■ Professor  Goro  Mayeda  (Non-Church  Movement,  Japan),  227  Akatsutsumi-1,  Seta- 
gaya-ku,  Tokyo,  Japan. 

♦Professor  Roger  Mehl  (Reformed  Church  of  Alsace  and  Lorraine),  6 rue  Blessig, 
Strasbourg  (Bas-Rhin),  France. 
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The  Rev.  Professor  Jean  Meyendorff  (Russian  Orthodox  Greek  Catholic  Church  of 
North  America),  St.  Vladimir’s  Seminary,  575  Scarsdale  Road,  Crestwood,  Tuckahoe, 
N.Y.,  USA. 

* The  Rev.  J.  Miguez  Bonino  (Methodist  Church  in  Argentina),  Camacua  282,  Buenos 

Aires  6,  Argentina. 

Dr.  N.  Minz  (Federation  of  Evangelical  Lutheran  Churches  in  India),  Lutheran  The- 
ological College,  Ranchi,  Bihar,  India. 

Professor  E.  Molland  (Church  of  Norway),  Jacob  Aals  gt.  45  b,  Oslo,  Norway. 

Professor  Dale  Moody  (Southern  Baptist  Convention,  USA),  2825  Lexington  Road, 
Louisville  6,  Kentucky,  USA. 

Dean  Walter  G.  Muelder  (Methodist  Church,  USA),  745  Commonwealth  Avenue, 
Boston  15,  Mass.,  USA. 

Professor  K.  L.  Nasir  (United  Presbyterian  Church  of  Pakistan),  Theological  Seminary, 
Gujranwala,  West  Pakistan.  {To  June  1964  : c/o  UPCUSA,  Room  944,  475  Riverside 
Drive,  New  York  10027,  N.Y.,  USA.) 

* The  Rev.  Professor  J.  Robert  Nelson  (Methodist  Church,  USA),  Graduate  School 

of  Theology,  Oberlin  College,  Oberlin,  Ohio,  USA. 

Professor  W.  Niesel  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany : Reformed),  Schoeller,  post 
Dornap,  Germany. 

The  Rev.  S.  Nomenyo  (Evangelical  Church  of  Togo),  25  rue  Alsace-Lorraine,  Lom6, 
Togo,  West  Africa. 

* The  Rev.  Professor  A.  C.  Outler  (Methodist  Church,  USA),  Perkins  School  of 

Theology,  Southern  Methodist  University,  Dallas  22,  Texas,  USA. 

* The  Rev.  Dr.  Ernest  A.  Payne  (Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland),  Baptist 

Church  House,  4 Southampton  Row,  London,  W.C.  1,  England. 

Professor  J.  J.  Pelikan  (Slovak  Evangelical  Lutheran  Church),  Yale  Divinity  School, 
409  Prospect  Street,  New  Haven  11,  Conn.,  USA. 

Professor  P.  E.  Persson  (Church  of  Sweden),  Qvantenborgsvagen  5a,  Lund,  Sweden. 

Dr.  John  Radha  Krishan  (Methodist  Church  of  Southern  Asia),  Leonard  Theological 
College,  Jabalpur,  M.P.,  India. 

The  Rev.  Professor  J.  K.  S.  Reid  (Church  of  Scotland),  Don  House,  46  Don  Street, 
Aberdeen,  Scotland. 

Dr.  H.  G.  Renkewitz  (Moravian  Church),  Evangelical  Academy,  Arnoldshain  bei  Bad 
Homburg  v.d.  Hohe/Taunus,  Germany. 

Professor  H.  Riesenfeld  (Church  of  Sweden),  Dekanhuset,  The  University,  Uppsala, 
Sweden. 

* The  Rev.  Principal  Harold  Roberts  (Methodist  Church,  Great  Britain),  2 College 

House,  Richmond  College,  Richmond,  Surrey,  England. 


56 


The  Rev.  Dr.  A.  A.  Rodriguez  (United  Presbyterian  Church,  USA),  c/o  United  Pres- 
byterian Church,  USA,  475  Riverside  Drive,  New  York  27,  N.Y.,  USA. 

Mr.  J.  M.  Ross  (Presbyterian  Church  of  England),  64  Wildwood  Road,  London, 
N.W.  11,  England. 

The  Rev.  Professor  E.  Gordon  Rupp  (Methodist  Church,  Great  Britain),  11  The  Meade, 
Chorltonville,  Manchester  21,  England. 

The  Rev.  Professor  V.  C.  Samuel  (Orthodox  Syrian  Church  of  the  East),  Theological 
College,  P.O.  Box  665,  Addis  Ababa,  Ethiopia. 

The  Very  Rev.  K.  V.  Sarkissian  (Armenian  Orthodox  Church),  Armenian  Theological 
Seminary,  Catholicosate  of  Cilicia,  Antelias,  Lebanon. 

* The  Rev.  Professor  H.  A.  E.  Sawyerr  (Church  of  the  Province  of  West  Africa), 

Fourah  Bay  College,  Freetown,  Sierra  Leone. 

Professor  E.  Schweizer  (Swiss  Protestant  Church  Federation),  Pilgerweg  8,  Zurich  44, 
Switzerland. 

Bishop  Ferdinand  Sigg  (Methodist  Church,  Central  and  Southern  Europe),  Badener- 
strasse  69,  Zurich,  Switzerland. 

• 

*The  Rev.  Professor  J.  A.  Sutler  (Lutheran  Church  in  America),  4833  Kimbark 
Avenue,  Chicago  15,  111.,  USA. 

* Professor  John  E.  Skoglund  (American  Baptist  Convention),  Colgate- Rochester 

Divinity  School,  Rochester  20,  N.Y.,  USA. 

* Professor  K.  E.  Skydsgaard  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Denmark),  St.  Kan- 

nikestraede  11,  2,  Copenhagen  K,  Denmark. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  J.  Smolik  (Church  of  the  Brethren),  Salvatorska  1,  Prague  I,  Czecho- 
slovakia. 

The  Ven.  C.  H.  W.  de  Soysa,  Archdeacon  of  Colombo  (Church  of  India,  Pakistan, 
Burma  and  Ceylon),  370  Buller’s  Road,  Colombo  7,  Ceylon. 

Dean  C.  S.  Spivey,  jr.  (African  Methodist  Episcopal  Church),  Payne  Theological  Semi- 
nary, Wilberforce,  Ohio,  USA. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  William  Stewart  (United  Church  of  Northern  India  and  Pakistan), 
Serampore  College,  Serampore,  West  Bengal,  India. 

Mr.  William  Stringfellow  (Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  USA),  Ellis,  Stringfellow 

and  Patton,  41  East  42nd  Street,  New  York  17,  N.Y.,  USA. 

. 

* The  Rev.  Professor  T.  M.  Taylor  (United  Presbyterian  Church,  USA),  Suite  1023, 

475  Riverside  Drive,  New  York  27,  N.Y.,  USA. 

Dr.  Seppo  A.  Teinonen  (Church  of  Finland),  Karaattitie,  Karakallio,  Helsinki-Kilo, 
Finland. 

Professor  J.  N.  Thomas  (Presbyterian  Church  in  the  United  States),  1220  Rennie  Avenue, 
Richmond,  Virginia,  USA. 


57 


Dr.  Andar  Tobing  (Protestant  Christian  Batak  Church),  Universitas  Nommensen 
HKBP,  Djalan  Asahan  4,  Pematang-Siantar,  Sumatra,  Indonesia. 

Dr.  L.  Veto  (Lutheran  Church  of  Hungary),  Ulloi-utca  24,  Budapest,  Hungary. 

Professor  Valdo  Vinay  (Waldensian  Church,  Italy),  Via  Pietro  Cossa  42,  Rome,  Italy. 

The  Rev.  W.  G.  Wickremasinghe  (Baptist  Union  of  Ceylon),  Carey  College,  28  Kynsey 
Road,  Colombo  8,  Ceylon. 

Professor  Colin  W.  Williams  (Methodist  Church  of  Australasia),  6 Second  Street, 
Chatham,  N.J.,  USA. 

* Professor  G.  F.  Wingren  (Church  of  Sweden),  Vintergatan  2c,  Lund,  Sweden. 

Professor  J.  W.  Winterhager  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany : United),  Niedstr.  27, 
Berlin-Friedenau,  Germany. 

The  Most  Rev.  F.  Woods,  Archbishop  of  Melbourne  (Church  of  England  in  Australia 
and  Tasmania),  St.  Paul’s  Cathedral  Building,  Flinders  Lane,  Melbourne,  Victoria, 
Australia. 


Research  Consultants 

Fr&re  Max  Thurian  (Reformed  Church  of  France),  CommunautS  de  Taize,  Taiz6 
(S.-et-L.),  France. 

Dr.  J.  A.  van  Wyck  (Dutch  Reformed  Church),  P.O.  Sovenga,  Transvaal,  Republic  of 
South  Africa. 


58 


Publications  in  Connection  with  the  Fourth  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order 

Montreal  — 1963 


Reports  to  the  Conference 


Faith  and  Order  Findings 

The  report  to  the  Fourth  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order,  ed.  Paul  Minear. 
SCM  Press,  London,  1963  ; 21s.  : 

Augsburg  Publishing  House,  Minneapolis,  USA.  $4.50. 


French  : 

Le  Christ  et  l’Eglise 
La  Tradition  et  les  Traditions 
Le  Culte 

L’lnstitutionalisme 

Sw.  fr.  3. — each  ; Sw.  fr.  12. — for  set  of  four. 


German  : 

Christus  und  die  Kirche 
Tradition  und  Traditionen 
Gottesdienst 
Institutionalismus 

DM.  4. — each  ; DM.  16. — for  set  of  four. 


| Institutionalism  and  Church  Unity 

A symposium  prepared  by  the  Study  Commission  on  Institutionalism  ; ed.  N.  Ehren- 
strom  and  W.  G.  Muelder. 

Association  Press,  New  York,  1963.  $6.50  : 

SCM  Press,  London.  35s. 


Worship  and  the  Acts  of  God 

A symposium  prepared  by  the  European  Section  of  the  Theological  Commission  on 
Worship,  ed.  W.  Vos. 

Studia  Liturgica  Press,  Nieuwendam,  Netherlands,  1963.  $2.00;  14s. 


Schrift  und  Tradition 

Untersuchung  einer  theologischen  Kommission,  hrsg.  K.  E.  Skydsgaard  und  L. 
Vischer. 

EVZ  Verlag,  Zurich,  1963.  Sw.  Fr.  14.80. 


59 


Printed  in  Switzerland  Imprimerie  La  Concorde,  Lausanne  (Suisse)  P.  O.  884 


